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T'H RE INES 


PREFACE: 


OW Pious or Learned the Author of the Book T undertake 10 
anſwer may be,” I am no more concern'd to know, than I am 
who the Author 4, whom the Publiſher hath thought fit t9 

| * commend as ſucb ;, and having ſo dohe, to.conceal. But he is not 
(as far as 1 conceive the more Learned or Pious for Writing this Book: Net 
the more Learned 3 for by all the helps he profeſſes to have bad from Dido- 
clavius, &c. be is guilty of many groſs and palpable Miſtakgs : And not 
the more Pious, becauſe of the uncharitable RefleGions and Inferences he 
every where makes. For would any man of a truly Chriſtiam Temper al- 
ledge theſe things now againſt the Common-Prayers, which were alter'd or 
expunged abuve thirty years before he publiſh'd his Brief Difcourſe? Or 
charge us with violating the-Word of God, becauſe we change the word 
Sabbath for the Seventh Day ; or ſay that we ſacrilegiouſly_ſtcal from 
it, becauſe Hallelujah, or Praiſe the Lord, is ſometimes left out in the 
Reading-Pſalms 3 or that we equal the Apocrypha to, and ſet it up above 
the Canouical Scriptures, becauſe it's read on the Higheſt Holy-days(as be 
ſaith,but not very truly)tho the Articles of our Charch expreſly declare them 
20 be only of humane compoſition. Suppoſe now I ſhould treat this Author 
after the ſame manner, and whereas he profeſſes to bave compared our 
Liturgy with the Miſſal, &c.. I ſhould take all advantages given in bis 
Book, to ſhew, that notwithſtanding this, beybad never read them. Tam 
certain, I could much move eaſily; and as charitably do.it; as be make 
good bis aboveſaid Charge." \ For would any one.converſant in.uhe Miflal, 
Breviary and Ritual of theCharch of Rome, have ſaid( as be doth,p:5.) 
That Bezz notes,that in the Roman Liturgy men are taught to cry, 
Feſu Miſerere mei, no leſs than ten times one after another ? For - 
what need be quote Beza for that which be bas: ( as be ſaith) read him- 
ſelf ; and which after all \Beza: miſtook,” 'and bhe:with Beza z-. or rather he 
miſtakes Beza in ; ſince the Jeſu Miſerere thus repeated, is not in the 
Mifſal, & ec. but in private Offices of that Church. Who again, that bad 
been converſant in our Liturgy, would bave ſaid as the Author, Some 
have obſerv'd that of 172 Apocryphal Chapters, but 38 are omi* 
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ted? For what need heto be beholden to another's Obſervation, for what 
he that had thus read the Liturgy muſt have mider bis own eye ? $0 eaſy” 
is it to repay bim in bis own Coin, if we will refle& and infer after bis 
wa _ "3 %. 
Is a ſhrewd ſign this Author was hard put to it to make good bis 
Charge againſt the Liturgy, and to proye his Poinny That ies unlawfu mm 
be preſent at the Common-Prayer Worſhip: "IE *. Rt 
And after all, it's of little Service to our Author, and thoſe of his Com- 
' munion,to make ſuch Exceptions as be has done; for if all things were alter'd 
and remov'd that be objes againſt, they of his way would be no nearer to us 
than they are, as the things ſtand at preſent ; as long as we are a National 
Church , and have a Liturgy ; and whilſt they continue Tndependent and 
| Congregational , are agaiiift the uſe of any Forms, even ſuch as are Scrify 
tural ( as the Lord's Prayer and Decalogue); \nay z, againſt re hy: 2 
Scripture in their Publick Congregations. { 5e 
Indeed he had dealt more ſincerely, if he had acquainted his Reader, 
That they hold it unlawful to communicate with us, becauſe we are a Na- 
tional Church , and that they don't joyn inthe. Common: Prayer Worſhip, 
becauſe it's a Form, and all Forms are in bis Opinien unlawful..\. This. 
indeed bad (truck at the Ro" of all 5 - but thia-be. knem:was: nat ſo: eaſily. 
prov'd, nor would- look ſo papularly., as t0 :cry. out; Heathenilm.,, 
Judaiſm, and Popery, which be charges our Service Book with-| This 
indeed will rouze the Multitude and'it's no wonder when poſſeſs'd with 
this Repreſentation of- our Worſhip, that. the. deluded People. broke. into 
the Church (Evefted at Boſton: for tbe. Worſhip of God, decording ty'the. 


© >, Church of England ) to ſeareh. fon'the' Images they ſuppoſed. we: yvors 


\ſhip'd. The time was when the Antinomians' from: among-themſelves, 
treated themt in the like way, and call'd thery-Legal Preachers, Popiſh 


ry of Factors, Scribes and Oppoſers of\Chrift, ,' And they may rememben 


what had like to have been the Effect of its. if they. bad not taken up what 


| m their Adverſaries call d_ a Bloody Tenet." | And.truly we had reaſon 10 


fear-it, if there bad not been a Superior. Aitthortty 16. over-rule tt...  '_.. 

- Butt I ſhall forbear to recriminate ,, and ſhall leave; the reſt to the Book, 
where I have let nothing eſcape that requires an Anſwer 3 and; I hope 
have given a ſufficient Anſwer to it, and in the iſſue have-provd,, That 
(as far as. bis Exceptions go): they have no reaſon #9 _forbear being preſent 
at, or joyning in the Commun=-Prayer-Book Warſhlp, © be bh 
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OM ONPRAYERD 


HE: Queſtion propoſed: by the: Author, is, | 

.. - "Q.! Fihut are the:Reaſons wby you' judpe it unlavful 
\ to. be-preſent at, or to partake-in the Common-Prayet 
Worſhip ? 


The Reaſons he gives are four, taken, 

© TI; From the Original of the Common- Prayer-Book, which, ſaith he, 

with the Ceremonies and Worſhip preſcribed therein, 1 fd tbeina 

great meaſure Popiſh and Heatheniſh. 

2, From the Mitter of the Common- Prayer- Books | 

3. Becauſe Publich Liturgies of Humane Compoſare , are an Inno- - 

_ and Deviation from Primitive Purity. 

« Tn this Age of Light, it would be a great Apoſtacy in the leaſt | 

.to. countensncy or comply with the Common- Prayer-Worſhip. 


Theſe are the Rear he advances, and by-which he endea- 
Vaurs to juſtify their.continuance in a Separation from the Church 
of England, and the Worſhip therein Adminiftred. 

And theſe I (hall take the liberty: to:examine. 

For the, clearer, diſcourfing *upon which, .I thall divide what 
] have to.fay, into ſg many, Chapters,: vizw:,1: +: 

1, Of the Original of the Common Prayer Eg Livargy 

' 2. Of the Mattes of ic. 

3-. Of the, Original of Liturgies. 

+ _ Worlkip by a Liturgy. 
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Of the Original of the Engliſh Liturgy. 


uR Author ſaith ; That the: Common Prayer Book, with the 

« Ceremonies and WW, orſhip prefevibed therein, are'ln a great meaſure 
Popiſh and Heatheniſh z and therefore it is unlawſul to joyn 
with it, ET 

This will be refolved into Two Queſtions, 

©. 1. Whether the Common Prayer be taken out of the 
Maſs-Book, and \be Heatheniſh, as well as Popiſh ? | 

©. 2. Whether the being taken out of the Maſs-Book, makes 
it unlawful to be uſed or joyned with, tho it be good and law- 
fal in itſelf + - eo 

©. 1. Whether the Common-Prayer is taken out of the Maſs- 
Book? As our Author takes care to repreſent it , one would 
think there is little of the Roman Service left out in ours. The 
Common Prayer, ſaith he, is in @ great meaſure Popiſh—is taken out 
of the Popes Maſs-Book— it cannot be denied it's derived from thence, 
P. I. There is very little in the Engliſh, which is not to be found in the 
other, p. 2. This is matter of Fa, and ſo is not to be determi- 
ned by Authority. He himſelf makes a fair propoſal, which I ſhall 
accept of, viz. Let ſuch as have any befitancy about this matter com- 
pare the Popiſh Miſſal, &c. with the Engliſh Liturgy, and they will be 
convinced, That he had never read and compared them; or is 
ouilty of a notorious Abuſe that he puts upon his Ignorant Rea- 
der, that after he pretends to have read and compared, ſhall 
aſſert ſo groſs a falſhood, and ſay, There is very little in the 
Ergliſh, that-is not to be found in the other, &c. 

1. For there is little'comparatively in the Engliſh, which is 
to' be found in the Roman Liturgy , and far more is left out, 
than ever was taken thence. This is indeed direQly contrary to 
what he aifirms, and yet let any one compare them, and he will 
be convinced of the truth of it, Take that which is called zhe 
Canon of the Maſs , or Form of Adminiſtring the Euchariſt, and 
there is no Agreement, not one. Colle or Prayer the ſame. 
Go we to Baptiſm; there'is not one Prayer belonging to that 
Office that is in ours. And as for the Litany, there is not a 

x third part of theirs in ours, and much in ours which is not in 
theirs. | | 


_- 
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2. There is nothing in the Service of the: Charch of Rome, 
which 'makes it the Popes Miſſal, and is peculiar to that Church, 
that is in oursz that is, there is no Popery-in our Liturgy. This 
he is in part forced to acknowledge. There are, ſaith he, things 
(as Prayers for the Dead; &c.) in the Roman Liturgy, which are not 
tranſlated into Engliſh. His Et cetera, if branched into. particulars, 
would be very large, - as he could not but know, if.he had read. 
and compared them. As for Example, Where are their Crof- 

ings, Elevation, and Adoration of the Elements ?' Where their 
Solitary Communion, and Communion in one kind ? Where 
their frequent Croſſings of themſelves, and of the Book ? 
Where their material Crofſes, and the Adoration: of them 2 
Where their Prayers for the Dead ? Where their Interceſfors, 
the Virgin Mary and Saints, that are to be found in the Canon 
of the Maſs? Where are: the many Exorciſms , the Puffs they 
blow in the Infants face, their Conjuration of Salt, for @ whole- 
Some Sacrament to the driving away of Devils, that's put into the 
Mouth. of the Infant , as a Propitiation unto Eternal Life ? Where 
the Spittle with which the Ears and Noftrils of the Infants are 
touched with an Ephpbatba, be opened ? Where the Oyl of Salvati- 
on, (as it's call'd ) wherewith the Prieſt anoints the Child's 
Breaſt and Shoulders in form of. a Croſs ? Where the Chriſm or 


 Oyntment wherewith he anoints the-Grown of the. Head in fie 


gure of a Croſs? Where the change of Garments, their Parple 
and-White Robe, that the Child is to carry wnſpotted. before: the 
Tribunal of our Lord? Where the'lighted Candle” put into the 
Child's hand, that when ozr Lord ſhall come to the Wedding, be may 
meet him 2 Where the many-Croſlings of the Head before Baptiſm, 
.and-of-the Eyes, Ears, Nofrils, Breafi,. Shoulders, . Mouth, &ec. 
ito be: found in their Ritual and Paſtoral ?: Laftly, To go no fur- 
ther, Where are the O. Holy Mary, Mother of God, '6&c. | pray for 
us ? Where are the Angels and Arch Angels, the Patriarchs and 
Prophets, the Apoliles and Evangelifts; the Martyrs, Popes 
and. Confeſſors, the Prieſis and Levites, the Monks and Hermits, 
»the Virgins and Widows, the Forty. ſeven. Saints in particular, 
and all Saints'in general ; that are called: upon io their. Eitany, 


- Pray for us 7. And if nothing that is truly Popilh; be to be found 


in'our- Liturgy, we have {o far reaſon to deny that it's taken. out 


- of the Maſs-Book. | 


- evi 31 <6 | util] 
3- I add, That our Service is ſo far from being taken out of | 


the Miſhl, that whatſoever. in/it is the (ame with the Qfkce inthe 


Chuck 
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"Church df Rome; is moſily-taken out of the Ancient Ofcesof the 
' Chrittian Church. And-beczule every one cannot cempare'it, I 


Trial 


- of the 


Grounds 
of Separ. 
.c. 8$.p.152. 


will produce Impartial Authority for ic. Thus faith Mr.:Ball,, a 
Nonconformiſt of great Note in thg laſt Age , The Englith Lz- 
turgy is not a Colleffion- out of the. Maſs- Book, but 2 refining of the 


Liturgy, (which heretofore had been ſtaitied-with the Maſs, -— and is 


nit a Tranſlation of the Maſs, but a Reſtitution of the Ancient Lituer- 
gies. So the Miniſters of O14 England, in a Letter 'to-the-Mini- 
ſters of New England, wrote Arno 1637. 'It's:no bard taskito ſhe, 
that our Service-Book, was reformed in moſt things according to the pureſt 
Liturgies, which were in uſe long before the Maſs wasbeard of inthe 
World; p. 2: | | Maely roof \5 

To theſe I will add one more, for the Character our Author 
gives of him, viz. Biſhop Fewe! (whom he calls that great Light 
in the Engliſh Church, p. 9.) Who ſaith, We -ave/comerds \ near; us 
poſſibly we could to the Church of the Apoſtles, and of the'old Catho- 
lick. Biſhops and 'Fathers,— And befides, we have aimed -not-omly.our. 


- Dofirine, but Sacramints.alſo,  and;Formof our Pathlick;Proyers after 


the pater'of their Rites. and Ordinances. fi: ve 2193s g 
To ſay the truth; \its a very odd'thing to:repreſent our-Litar- 

-gy as Popiſh, when thoſe that compoſed and uſed the Liturgy, 

were burnt by the Papiſtsfor'it, and when to this day they will * 


notcommiunicate in it, nor with the Churth-that-uſeth it.. Oar 
Auchor faith, There have been Jeſuits and Popiſh Iitelligencers that ap- 


proved of our'Service,and Pope Pius 5th winld bave ratified it ? And'1s 
it therefore Popiſh ? The Independent allows the Presby terian 
-Confcfion of Faith; And:his Author faith, p. 4.-It muſt be acknow- . 
ledged that ſuch of the Churth-of-England-men, as keep to the 39 Artt- 
cles in. matters of: Dofrine;are as Orthodox as any Proteſtants inthe world. 
And is therefore the Independent a Presbyterian, or this Authora 
Church-of-England-man? I trow not: * All-is; that theyagrec in 
'the common Principles the other receives,and yet one is no more 
the other, than. if they 'had no agreement-in. ſuch Principles. 
And fo is it here, the Engliſh Licurgy has nothing but what'is 
agreeable to the DoQtrine of the Goſpel, and allowable by the 
Chriſtian Church; andtherefore what the Papiſt will, or ought:to 
allow; but for all that,weare no more Papilts,nor that any more 


_ Popiſh, than the Independent 'is/a'Presbyterian, /or out Author 


ian,” hf pure" ihvits'Order and: Compoſure.. ;Uerwasintt be- 


a Church-of-England-man. It was'not then, becauſe it ;was 
Popiſh, that they approved of our Service, but that'it was Chri- 


Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God, &c. 
cauſe-it was Popiſh,that the Pope would have ratified it, but becauſe 
upon any terms he would have prevailed upon Queen Elizabeth'to 
own his Authority, and regain'd her to their Church. 14; 

4. However I deny not, but that the Compilers of the Licurg 
did peruſe the Popiſh Offices, and take as much from thence, as 
was conformable to the Ancient Offices, and was fit to be uſed ; 
and that the rather, that they might the more ea{ily ſatisfy doubt- 
ing or di{contented Minds under the Alterations'then made, and 
induce them tocomply with them. ' And this was the meaning of 
King Edward's Proclamation. A praQtice very Chriſtian and 
commendable, and agrecable to the Apoſtolical prudence, which 
we read of, As 15.16.3. I Cor. 9, 19, &c. 

And which the Nation ſoon felt the happy Effects of, when by: 
this excellent Conduct it became, generally ſpeaking, Reformed. 
Bat yet after all,- ſo little was taken out of. the 'Mafs-Book; &c. 
that they differ'd more than they agreed in, and more was left 
than-taken out. i238 5: 

But our Author ſtays not here, That the Engliſh Litzrgy, faith 
he, 4 originally H:atheniſh as mell as Popiſh, is manifeſt, 1. In that the 
Pope's. Liturgy from whence ours is deriv'd, is ſo. - The principal. Parts. 
of the Maſs- Book were borrowed from Idolatrous Pagans.'They came from 
Numa Pompilius, p. 4. Anf: It has been ſufficiently made out by 
Proteſtants, that there is a great Affinity and Agreement between 
the-Heatheniſh and Popiſh Ritesz but our Author does an injury : 
to the Argument, when affirming, that the Principal Parts of the 
Maſc-Book were borrowed from Idolatrous Pagans, * he: goes no: 
further than Veſtments, Holy Water, aud Incenſe, as it theſe were the 
principal Parts. of the Maſs-Book , and the chicf things that that 
agreed in with the Idolatry of the Heathens, 

But this indeed is not to our. purpoſe; ſuppoſe there be this 
Conformity between the Papift and- the Pagan; what is that to 
us, if we agree with neither? But that he attempts to prove. 

But tho he cannot tind Incenſe and Holy Vater, and his Er ceters 
among us, yet he faith, }hat vain Repetitions does the Common-Prayer 
" Book abound with? In one Service the Worſhippers muſt repeat theſe words, 
Good Lord deliver us, Eight times over. And, We beſcech thee to hear 
us, Twenty times over. The Gloria Patri ir to he repeated Tentimes in the 
ſame Morning or Evening Service. That the Heathens were wont to Wor 
ſhip their Idols juſt after.the ſame manner .,. is clear from Matth. 7. &c. 
And Beza notes, That the Roman Liturgy does abound with them, 
wherein Men ave taught to cry, Jeſu, Jclu, miſerere mei, no leſs then 
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For the better Reſolution of which, I ſhall proceed in this order. 
'1. We grant, that there may be ſuch things as vain Repetitions 


- in Prayers, and other Divine, Offices, tor that is a fault our Savi- 


our charges on the Heathens ; and what we, as well as our Au- 
thor,charge on the Church of Rome, and is alſo frequently charged 
by thoſe that uſe and plead for Forms, on thoſe that uſe extem- 
porary Prayers. ; Fas | 
2. We yet do maintatn, T hat there are ſuch Repetitions in Divine 
Worlhip, as are not vain, that are neither Heatheniſh or Popiſh. 
Such do we read of in the Old Teſtament, as Pſalm 57.1. 75-1, 
4, 5. 94.1. 103.1,2, 22. 107.8,15,21,31. 136. throughout. 
And thus our Saviour repeated the ſame words thrice in his Ago- 
ny in the Garden, Matt. 26. 44. and twice on the Croſs, Mt 27. 
46.:And-confequently all Repetitions are no more condemned by 
our Saviour in Matr.'6. 7. than all long Prayers are, Matt. 23. 14. 
So that the vanity of Repetitions does nor conſift in uſing the ſame 
words cight times or twenty times in Prayer. For do we*repeat 
in our Service, Good Lord deliver us, eight times: And Glory be to 
the Father,&c. ter times? And, We befeech thee to hear us, good Lord, 
twenty times? So we find, that they not only had their thrice, and 
their four times, but their twenty ſeven times in every Verſe of 
Pſalm 136, His mercy endxreth for ever ; which Pſalm was moſt uſed 
. on folemn Occafions, as we :may find it, 2 Chron. 5.13. 7.3, 6. 
20.21, Ezra 3-I1. Fer. 33.11. So that we may more truly fay of 
the Church of God among the Fews,than he doth of the Heathens; 
and their Idols, that they were wont to Worſhip God juſt after the 
ſame manner; with Repetitions in their Service, as we. 
| 3.Weare to confider wherein the vanity of Rep:titions conſiſts, 
- ſoas to be after the manner of the Heathens. This admits great 
variety, and juſt bounds cannot be ſet ; ſo that it's not to be ex- 
aQly faid, Here the.vain Repetitions begin. But they are ſuch; 
I, When they that uſe them, think that they ſhall be heard for 
their much ſpeaking, as our Saviour faith, the Heathens did : Thus 
the Prieſts of Baa! did, crying out, O Baal hear us, from Morning 
till Noonz and accordingly E/jab upbraids them, 1 Kings 18.26,27, 
2. When it is nothing but Tautology, viz. a Repetition of the 
ſame words. without new. Matter ; or of the ſame matter, but in 
different words.. Such were the Verſes of Battzs the babling Poet. 
Such, were: the Hymns 'uſed often by the Heathens, in the worſhip 
of their gads. Such are the Feſ#, Feſu, &c. without Intermiddion, 
ſometin;es uſed in the Roman Charch. 
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But when there are diſtin Petitions, as when we ſay, We be- 
ſeech thee to hear us good Lord, it's as lawfal to cloſe each after that 
manner, as it is to ſay Amen. which we tind to follow every parti- 
cular Petition, and was diſlinaly repeated for twelve times toge- 
ther after that manner, Dew. 27. 15. 

4. Vain Repetitions, are when the words are thought ſufficient, 
tho the Heart be not with them s but this may be common to any. 
So that tho there are Repetitions in our Service, as there were 
among the Heathen, and are in theChurch of Rome, yet ours are 
not vain, nor ſuch Repetitions as theirs, by rca{on of the matter 
only, if accompanied with the heart. ol. 

3. He faith , Some of the moſt Leartted® Patgons of Liturgies produce 
it as an Argument for them, that the Heatvens made uſe of Forms in their 
Idolatrous Worſhip; p.5. And ſo he makes this the difference be- 
tween the Heathens and Chriftians, that the firſiuſed Forms, but 
the laſt prayed without them. As for the pradtice of the Chriſti» 
ans, we ſhall have occaſion to ſpeak of it under another Head ; nei- 
the ſhall I trouble my felf with the Opinion of thoſe Learned P2- 
trons of Liturgies , he ſpeaks of : But I hall take' his Argument 
as it lies before us, which is, That our Liturgy is Heatheniſh, be- 
cauſe we uſe Forms as they did. He might as well have ſaid, our 
Liturgy is Heatheniſh, becauſe we uſe words as they did ; fince it's 
no more Heatheniſh to uſe Forms than Words. If they had the uſe 
of Forms, it rather ſhews the ſenſe that Mankind generally have of 
this matter 5 and that there cannot be too great a care taken of 
our demeanour in Divine Worſhip, according to the DireQion of 
the Wiſe man, Eccl, 5. 2. Be not raſh with thy mouth, &e. for God is 
in heaven, &C. therefore let thy words be few, and well-confidered. But 
if the Heathens had Forms, fo had the Fews, ſo had Chriſtians, as 
I ſhall ſhew; and fo Forms no more make ous Worſhip Heatheniſh 
than Jewiſh, But of this afterwards, But ſuppoting, that our Li- 
turgy was (as he would have it) taken out of the Mals-Book ; yet, 

©. 2. Will the being taken out of the Maſs-Book , make that 
Worſhip which is otherwiſe, good and lawful, to become wilaw- 
ful to be uſed, or joyned 'with ? | 

This he affirms, and offers to prove after this manner, 

It's aknown maxim, ({aith he) Omnis honor Idoli eſt Idolatria. He 
that ſhall put any reſpef upon an Idol, cannot be clear of the Sin of 1dola- 
try; but the Maſs-Book is an Idol. And be that uſeth a Prayer, or joyns 
with a Prayer taken out of that Book, thereby puts an Honour upon an 
Idol. — Hiw then can we joyn in Prayers taken out of the Idolatrous Maſs- 
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'\In which there are there Three things contained. 
1. That the Maſs-Book is an Idol. 
\ 2, That to takea Prayer out of the Maſs-Book is a reſpect to an 
Idol, and is IdoJatry. 
3. That it's unjawful to joyn in Prayers taken out of the Maſs- 
I. The Maſs- Book is an 1dol;- This we may juſtly queſtion, becaulc 
an Idol is the Repreſentation of fome Divine or Beatitied Objec, 
and that is as ſuch- propounded. and ſet up for Adoration ; ſuch 
are the Images of God and our Saviour, of Angels and Saints in 
the Church of Rome... But in this ſenſe the Maſs-Book is no Idol; 
there is no Prototype,or Objed it repreſents, nor is any ſuch Ado- 
ration paid toit, . as is paid to an Image, or a Crucitx, We grant 
as well as he, that the Maſs-Book is Jdolatrowus, as it contains foine 
things:that are fo, and is uſed in Idolatrous Worſhip: But it no 
more follows from thence, -that it is an Idol, than that the Incenſe, 
Holy Water, or Vefiments; axe Idols, which are uſed when they ſay 
Maſs.-But ſuppoling the Maſs-Book for once to be an Idol, that we 
- may-/proceed to. the next queſtion, viz. - | 
2. Whether the taking a Prayer out of the Maſs- Book, be ſuch 
a reſpe& to it, as makes the Prayer to be Idolatrous? To this I 
anſwer, That the Prayers taken out of the Maſs- Book, and inſert- 
edinour Liturgy, are ſo far frombeing a reſpec, that it is a diſre- 
: ſpedt'to it. For at the ſame time that ſome Prayers were taken 
-cuit:;;-thole were rejected that were left behind, for the groſs Cor- 
ruptions that were in them; and by ſo doing, the Retormers as 
much teſtified to all the World their abhorrence of it, as the emp- 
tying of the Houſe .of the Goods and Utenſils not infected by the 
Leproſy, and their:forſaking it, was a plain declaration of its Pol- © 
lution. So that i& Prayers taken from thence are good , the 
ufing them when taken thence, is no Idolatry, and Communion 
in;them no Sin, and no more unlawful than it was to ule the Veſſels 
that were carri:d, out of the infeted Houſe. 
/. -But this is the main Queſtion, - viz. 
®. Whether that which has been,uſed in Idolatrous Worſhip, 
may, iFotherwiſe 'good and lawful, be uſed where the, Worſhip is 
not idolJatrous ? | ers 
Ti:is he denies, and for it offers theſe Reaſons. 
t, eonught not to name an Idol, but with deteſtation ; much. leſs may 
we offer it an Worſhip to God, Plal. £6.4. Exod, 23. 13. Hb. 2.16, 
62: Bi 45 Rt ot ; 
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2. It was Paul's Judgment, that Meat once offer'd to Idols, ſhould 
not he made uſe of, 1 Cor. 10. 28. Therefore a Service-Book offer d to T- 
dols o:zaht not to ve ſed. For there is a parity of Reaſon. 

3. God hath ſtrictly probibited his people all ſymbolizing with the Hea- 


then in civil uſages, becauſe he would not have them imitate the Heathen, 


Levit. 19. 19, 27. «eſpecially in matters referring to the Wirſhip of 
God. Hence they were prohibited going up by ſteps to the Altar, Exod.20. 
24, 26. to plant a Grove near the Altar, Deut. 16. 31. And i0 wor- 
ſhip to the Eaft, Ezck. S. 16. 

Before I procecd to conlider theſe Arguments in particular, I 
ſhall tate the Caſe it ſelf ; for reſolving of which, we may obſerve. 

1. That thereare things idolatrous in their own nature, or by 
a ſtanding poſitive Law, and fo are always the ſame, Such is the 
Picture of God, and worſhipping by Images. 

2, There are things that have been cuſtomarily appropriated to 
Idolatrous Worſhip, and the uſe of which in common eliimation, 
has been accounted Idolatrous. Such was the offering Incenſe a- 
mong the Heathens; and therefore the Primitive Chriſtians refuſed 


- It,as an acknowledgment of their Worſhip ; and the Thurificati were: 


reputed Idolatrous, | 

3. There are other things thatare uſed as well in true as Idola- 
trous Worſhip, and are lawful in themſelves ; ſuch as Time, Place, 
Habit, Poſture. 

The firſt is always unlawful, and makes the Worſhip Idolatrous,. 

The ſecond is not to be uſed where it has been thus appropria- 
ted, and thus accounted, during ſuch an opinion of them. 

So that it's the laſt of theſe that the whole turns upon; for after 
all the clamour he makes about Idolatry, and the charge he would 
fain faſten upon us, he can produce nothing that is Idolatrous a- 
mong{t .us, no Images, no Prayers to Saints, nor (o much as any 
thing appropriated, or in common eſtimation fo accountedzno in- 
ceniings of Books or Images, no ſprinklings of Holy Water 3 but 
it all amounts to this, that Forms and Repetitions have been us'd by 
Idolaters ; that they had White Garments, and ot ferv'd Holy-days;. 
So p. 4, 5,8. Which are things lawful in themſclves (as I ſhall 
ſhew) and cannot be made unlawful by being us'd: in Idolatrous 
Worſhip. For when Idolatry is not in the nature of; the thing, 
but in tha uſe, tzke away the uſe, and the Idolatry ceaſeth 5 and 
conſ:quently nay be lawfully uſed where there is no Idolatry 
in the Worſhip, and no Idolatry in the uſe of it. And if it be not 
tobeuſed; it's not becauſe it's unlawful in it (elf to ule it; .but be- 
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cauſe it's forbidden by God, as was the cafe among the Fews; or 
becauſe of ſome circumſtances that make it inconvenient and dan- 
gerous. Thus it was Jawtul to eat that Meat, which had been offer*d 
to Idols, when it was a*terward expos'd to fale in the-Shambles, 
or {ct upon the Table at an Entertainment 3; becauſe it was there-, 
by reſtor'd to a common ule; when yet it was not Jawful to fic at 
Meat in an 1dols Temple, tor that was to have fcllowlhip in the [- 
dolatry, Chap. 8, 10, 20. It is then no more Idolatry to uſe a 
White Garment, or a Temple, or obſerve a Day, or to uſe 


a Prayer that has been uſed or obſerv*d in Idolatrous Worſhip, or 


by an ldolatrous Church, than it was to eat Meat that had been 
offer'd to Idols. Puritie the Gold, and ſeparate the Drofs from 
it, and the Gold is not the worle for the Droſs that was before 


' mingled with it. Scrape the Walls, and caft out the infe&ed ma- 


rerials of it, ſo that the Houſe be freed from the Leprofie, and it 


might have been as well inhabited as if it had never been infected, 


Nwum.14 41, (to make uſe of former Compariſons, p. 24. and 3d.) 
and take the things lawful from the things unlawtul, and they be- 
come lawful again, and may be lawfully uſed. 

But ſaith he, The Rubbiſh of the Leprous houſe was to be caft into an 
wnclean place: And the Leproſie breaks out ſtill therefore we may have no 


communion with is. P. 3. 


But ſurely it's the ſame thing if we leave the Houſe that is in- 
fe&ed, as it is to-.carry away the Rubbiſh into an unclean place ; 


elſe why doth he talk of leaving the Communion for the ſake of 


the Leprofie of Idolatry ? We grant the Church we lcft to be ido- 
Jlatrous, there the Leprofſie is z and therefore we left it ; but we 
left the Idolatry with the Church, and let him prove there'is any 
of the Leprofie of Idolatry in what we have taken out of it, and 
then he would fay ſomewhat to the purpoſe; but that he is far from. 

Let us however confider his Arguments relating to the general 
part. 1. We ought, faith he, not to name an Idol, but with de- 
teſtation , much leſs offer-it as worſhip to God, 

I anſwer, 1ft. The naming there forbidden, is the naming an 


Idol with reſpeQs and indeed the addrefling any Worſhip to it. 


So Pſal. 16. 4. Their ſorrows ſhall be multiplied that baften after another 
God ; their drink: offering of blood will I not offer, nor take up their name 
into my lips : That is, they might not name them by way of wor- 

ſhip, nor offer Sacrifice to them, | 
-:24. Where is there ſuch a naming of anIdol amongſt us ? what 
reſpe& do we give to his Idol the Maſs- Bock ? what Saint wo 
adore 
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adore ? But, faith he, The Prayers are taken out of the Idolatrous Maſs» 
Book. But what then, if there be nothing of their 1dolatry inthe 
Prayers thatare- taken thence., when ſuch are taken thence they are 
no more idolatrous than before they were taken into the Mſs- Bok. 

24, He faith, It was Paul's Judgment, that meat once offer'd to Idols 
ſhowld not be made uſe of, 1 Cor. 10.28. Therefore a Service- Byok, of 
fer'd to Idols raught not to be ud. For there is a parity of Reaſim, 

I conceive he is much miſtaken in the-account he gives of the A- 
- polile's Fadgment,who is fo far from maintaining meat offer'd toldols 
to be unlawful,that he makes it a thing indifferent (as before); and 
what a perſon may with a ſafe conſcience eat of without ſcruple , 
unleſs it be with refpe& to another's conſcience that is-thercby of- 
fended, as the Apolile determines it, v.28, 29. Now if Meat of- 
fered to Idols might be eaten of, then a Service-Book that has been 
uſed in Idolatrous Worſhip may be lawfully us'd (when the things 
contain'd in it are otherwiſe lawful and good.”) For there is a pa- 
rity of” Reaſon, as he argues. 

3. He ſaith, God hath prohibited bis people all ſymbolizing with Hea- 
then, &c. 

We grant that God did prohibit the Fews all ſymbolizing and a- 
grecment with the Heathens in their Idolatry. That is not the 
Queſtion. But | | 

1. Whether an agreement with Idolaters'in what was once uſed 
by them in Idolatry, becomes Idolatry, or be unlawful becauſe it 
has been fo uſed ? | 

2. Or whether what was forbidden to the Fews is forbidden. 
to all people, and to Chriſtians as well as they ? 

Theſe we deny. | 

The firſt we deny as to the Fews, that every thing us'd in Ido- 
latrous Service was unlawful to them 3 for he ſays, The Prieſts of 
Ifis wſed to wear Linnen Surplices, p. 9. and yet ſuch Linnen Gar- 
ments were the Priefis and Levites to officiate in. So Circumciſion, 
was uſed among the Egyptians, &c. and yet continu'd to be uſed 
among the Zews. | 

Again, we deny that what was in that kind forbidden to the 
Fews, was forbidden and unlawful to all. For 


1ft. A great part of what they 'were forbidden | was with re-. 


ſpe& ro the people that before inhabited the Land ; with whom 
they were to make no Covenant, but were utterly to defixoy them, 
their Alcars and Groves, &'c. Exod, 23. 32, 33. 34-12. Deut.7. 
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2. They were a people very prone to Idolatry, and ſo were 
ticd up by ſirict Reliraints and Penaltics. 

3. They both came from Egypr,- where they had long convers'd 
with ldolatrous Service, and afterward border'd upon Nations 
violently addicted-to Idolatry and Sorcery ; and in ſuch circumſian- 
ces there were theſe Checks laid upon them 3 and an.atlimilation 
to the Cuſtoms of ſuch forbidden. 

And all this was not from the nature of the thing, and becauſe 
all uſages of Idolaters were unlawful, but becauſe of the circum- 
ſtances of people,time,and place : And if ſo,then we muſt leave the 
caſe of ſymbolizing, and no longer make it a Caſe of Conſcience, 


but of prudence and expediency z and fo. we are left tojudge what” 
is fit to be retained, and what not 3 what praQtiſed, and what not. 


And here our Reformers ſhew'd their Prudence and Moderation, 
by what they choſe z when the Ceremonies were few; and what 
were the Ceremonies of the Proteſtant Church, rather than the 
Romiſh. When they choſe ſome, that they might not give offence 
to 'the Churches of Chriſt in other parts of the World; and yet re- 
tain'd no more, that they might not burden theix own Communi- 
on. When the Offices they ſele&ed were agreeable.to the Anci- 
enteſt Offices of the Church. : 

So that there was no Reformation in any place, where ſo mr. ; 
temper was preſerv'd, and where the purity of Religion, and tl: . 
fancerity and folemnity of Divine Seryice were more regarded : that 
what was good was retained ; what was noxious was purg'd out; 
and even what was ſuperfluous was cxicinded. | 

But this he will not allow. 

For, faith he, the wſe of ſuch a Liturgy doth harden the Papiſts in 
their Idolatry, p. 4. So the Liturgy came from Rome, and will perhaps 
lead thither again. p. 18. 

But 1. How can ſuch a Liturgy harden them in their Idolatry, or 


lead thither, which has none of their Idolatryin it; and in which - 


the Papilis are expreſly charged with Idolatry ? Vid. Rubrick at 
the Communion, - 

2, How can this hardenthem,or lead thither,which has been the 
mcans of baniſhing and keeping their Idolatry out of the Kingdom? 

3. How can this harden them, or lead thither, when the Papiſts 
agree with our Author, That it's unlawful to be preſent at, -or partake 
#1 the Common- Prayer Worſhip, and are excommunicated if they do? 

4. How can this harden them, or lead thither, when there is no- 
thing that the Papiſts more labour to poſleſs the people with pre- 


wha 
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- But headds, p. 4. The Jews themſelves are ſcandalized by the Litur-' 
gy. It's actlebrated Saying among them, That the Chriſtians have their]e« 


philleth from Armillus ; that is, their Prayer- Books from Antichritt. 

At what are the Jews (candaJized ? Is it that-we havea Liturgy ? 
So have they themſclves had of latter Ages at leati. And ſothe Au- 
thor ſaith, p. 13. That he had ſeen Liturgies written in the Hebrew 

ongue. 

"- it that we receive our Prayer-Book from Antichriſt? Yes , faith 
he, and for this quotes a Celebrated Saying of theirs. But is this 
the truer for their ſaying ſo? They ſay, it ſeems, that Chriſtians have 
receiv'd their Prayers from Antichriſt : But I hope that there are 
many Chriſtians in the World, that have Prayer-Books which they 
never received from the Antichriſt he ſpeaks of ; So the Greek Abyſ- 
fins, &c. The whole is at leaſt a forry: Miſtake, and which, for ought 
I ſee, he underſtands no more than wedo his Fephilleth. The calc is 
plainly thus; That the Rabbins ſay, that Armiliy was to be a per- 
ſon of prodigious form, begot of a Marble Statue in. Rome, and was 
to be the-laſt Enemy of the Fews, and the Leader of the Chriſtian 
Forces againſt them; that he ſhould kill Meſſias Ben Ephraim, and:at 
laſt be killed by Meſhas Ben David. That he ſhould give Tephillell 
nn, and a Law to the Chriftians, which he and they 
ſc4.up in oppoſition to the Law of Moſes. So that we ſee that his Te- 
ws ell is the Law as well as the Prayers of Chriſtians ; and they make 
#millus to be toward the end of the World, the laſt Enemy of the 
Fews 3 and how could our Liturgy, or the Liturgies now uſed ' by 


Chriſtians, be the Prayers received from Armillus, when Armillusis yet - 


to come, according to the Rabinical'Notion? If the Reader pleaſes 
he may have a fuller account of this Fewiſhh Garagantua in Buxtorf"s Lexi- 
con, Chald. Talmud. Rabbiam z tor | am weary of this trifling, and un. 
intelligible Jargon, } £3.24 | | 
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Of. the Matter of the Common-Prayer- Book. 
Efore I proceed to the particular conſideration of his Objections 


relating to this Head z l:t me obſerve, that if we ſhould grant 
what he finds fault with to be blame-worthy z yet it's not to the pur- 


poſe, and the point he propoſed z "which is to give Reaſons why be 
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judges it unlawfil to be preſent at, or partake in the Common-Prayer 


Worſhip. 

And that for theſe Reaſons, For 
1. There may be many things that area reaſon againſt Miniſterial 

Conformity, which will not be a reaſon againſt communion with the 


| Church; ſince thereare thoſe things required to the. onegthat are not 


required to the other. Such is the Surplice, the Office for burying the 
Dead, Mariying,p.8,&c. which belong to the Miniſter,and not to the 
People : And therefore tho it ſhould be unlawful to wear a Surplice, 
or uſe theſe Ofices, yet ſince Lay-Communion is not concern'd in 
them, they are no reaſon for ſeparation, 

2. Many of his Objeions are only directed againſt the occaſional 
Offices, and fo can be no reaſon againſt conſtant communion in the. 
Daily Office, or in thoſe Offices in which they do not occur.” As: 
ſuppoling what he alledgeth out of the Office of Burial, Marriage, 
Baptiſm, :&c. to-be true and ſufficient, yet tho they may be a reaſon 
againſt being preſent at the Offices of Burial » Baptiſm , and Mar- 
rage; they are no reaſon again Communion, where thoſe Offices 
are nof concerned, | 

3. 'Things inconvenient, if not unlawfal, are no nealin for a ſe- 
paration ,. becauſe then there could be no Communion. with. any 
Church, ſince no Church is without them': And if we ſhould grant 
the reading a worſe Tranſlation of Scripture,and the 4poerypha, in the 
Church, tobe things of that nature ; yerit will be hard to ſhew them 
to be.unlawful in themſeves, and-ſo to make it neceſſary to withdraw 
from the Church where they are u 

If- theſe things be conlider'd, moſt of what he has ſaid will be 
prevented ;.but that I may not ſeem to avoid any thing, I ſhall take 
notice of the Particulars as they lic inorder, And his Arguments ta- 
"I from the Matter of the Service-Book, are _ 

[,) Some things appointed therein are in the judgment o ſober and judi- 
cions rh ptieatiev.” As how ? Dh s 

Firſt, faith he, How many odd and ſenſeleſs Tranſlations of the Holy 
Scripture bave been found therein ?. It's well, he ſaid bave been found ; for 
he'is fain to draw all his Inferences of chat kind, but one, from the 
Service-Both, as it ſtood before the laſt reviſal, and tht is Pfal. 58.9. 
Or ever their pots bz made hot withthorns , ſo let indignation wvex them, 
as atbing that is raw. At-which he- triumphs, What nonſenſe is this ! 
Now I do not think that to be Nonſenſe which is not ſoon under- 
ftood; for then what will he make of the Hebrew in this Verſe,which 
has ſeycral difficultics j init ? Buc] think there is god account to be 
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given of the ſenſe of this Verſion; and thit is, Ere that the Pots are 
made hot with the Thorns, they ſhall be ſeverely puniſhed : The be- 
ing made hot with the Thorns, ſets forth the ſuddenneſs 3 and the 
phraſe, vexing a thing that is raw, denotes the ſeverity of it. 

(2.) His next Inttance of thingt extremely ridiculous, is, that in the 
Litnrgy, the Writings of the Prophets, Adis and Revelations, are called Epi- 
piftles, If theſe were formerly, they are not now ſo called-; but of 
theſe when read in the place of Epiſiles, it's ſaid, The portion of Scrip- 
ture for the Epiſtle. - That is, the Sections of Scripture read in that or- 
der, are generally Epiſtles 3 and fo, as it's uſual in other caſes, gives 
the name to all; And as it is not now, ſonever was it called the E- 
piſtle of the Prophets, Ads, or Revelations; but the Epilile taken 
out of Iſaiah; &c. Ry 

(3-) He objects againſt the Reſponſes, Thoſe broken Reſponds, faith 
he, and ſhreds of Prayer (as Mr. Cartwright calls them) which the 
Prieſts and People toſs between them like Tennis- Balls, ſeem extremely ridt- 
culons to ſtanders- by, Without doubt this is a venture of Wit ; but I 
ſuppoſe there are ftanders-by that will call it by another Name z and 
inſtead of Wit,term this ſcurrility in Converſation, and prophaneneſs 
in Religion; Eſpecially if we confider how many Pſalms there are in 
Holy Writ, that are penn'd (or ſuppoſed at leaſt to be fo, by Learned 


, men.) after this way. And whatever his Standers- by may- think, there 


are perſons of Piety ancient and modern, that have thought this 
way very becoming, and of excellent uſe to quicken Devotion, and 
excite attention. What may nothe ſaid in any: caſe by ſuch perfons 
as theſe, that call this way of Devotion ( as he doth_) a taking God's 
Name in vain? And what occaſion may others take after the ſame man- 
ner, to treat their long Prayers, that are often nauſeous to ftlanders- 
by, for their affected length, and tedious enlargements, and forced 
Repetitions. | | 
2, He objects, The Common-Prayer Book iz guilty of violating the 
ſacred Word of God: And here he charges it with no leſs than oblite- 
rating, contradicing, adding to it, and detrafting, from itz and 
then concludes, Amongſt men, clipping and corrupting of Coin is Treaſon; 
and c:rtainly it's a dreadful thing to add to, -or take from the Word of God, 
Dear. 4.2; Rev. 22.19, | | Ts TOES 
And it's certainly @ dreadful thing; and wo to them that are guilty, 
Here I ſhould have expected a rounder Charge by one that had fo 
exactly read the Liturgy, and that he would have told the World 
that we take whole Chapters from the Word of God, and which 
have no place in our Kalender, nor are read publickly in the Church, 
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as Ido acknowledge. And ſurely if the omiſfion of one Verſe in a 
Pſalm, and of Hallelujzh in others, be a taking from the Word of God ; 
then much more is the omiſſion of whole Chapters; nay, of three 
whole Books,But he durſt not prets that too far;for it he had,it woutd 


have fallen hard upon ſach as never have the Scriptures read in their. 


Congregations, tho that was a ſolemn part of Divine Worthip in the 
Churches of God, as the Scripture informs us, 4ds15.21, &c. And 
if the Church of Rome is ſo deſervedly blamed for reading the Scrip- 
tures in an unknown tongue, what do they not deſerve that never read 
them at all in their Congregations ? Surely if they had, according 
to our Saviour's advice, confidered the Beam in their own eye, they 
would not have thus magnified the. Mote in their Brother's eye. I 
remember a Queſtion in a Book of the ſame kind with our Author's,, 

wee Whether Proteſtants do not fin in defrauding the people of ſume Books and 
he Book Chapters of Scripture, as well as Papiſis in defrauding them of all. And 
ommon= then what ſort of Proteſtants are they, that with the Church of 
yer 3 Rome defraud the people of all, fo far as the Publick Service of God 
1619. js concern'd ? | 
6. | : 
; But to return : Before I ſhall conſider his few Inſtances, that he 
would make good this Bloody Charge by,l ſhall premiſe a few things. 
1: That the Inftances he offers are, at the wortt, Miſtranſlations; 
Slips, and Errors, and not chargeable with perverſeneſs, according to 
what we charge upon the Church of Rome.For here is no intereſt tobe 
ſerved: For what is our Church concern'd, whether it be read as the 
Licurgical Tranflation has it, the th Day 3 or as the Common Tranl- 
lation, The Sabbath ; whether as that, they were not obedient to bis word ; 
or as this, they rebelled not againſt bis word 5 whether as that, The rod 
of the wicked cometh not into the lot of the righeeous ; or as this, - reſtcth not : 
Whether as in that, the Titles-of ſome Palms and Hallelujahs are o- 
mitted; or as in this, they are inſerted. Surely here is no intereſt vi- 
fible in this, that ſhohld incline our Tranſlators of the Pſalter to 
pick out theſe Texts above all others to make bold with. 
2, Miftranſlations and Errors of this kind, are no ſufficient reaſon 
for not uſing ſuch a Tranſlation,- and much leſs for ſeparating from 
a Church where they are uſed 3 for then no Tranſlation could be 
us'd, or no Church communicated with, becauſe no Church is with- 
out ſuch Tranflations, and no Tranſlation without ſuch Errors. Thus 
it was in the Church of the Jews, when the Septuagint was uſed in 
publick ; Which doth often alter and add to the original Hebrew ; and 
yet was not only ufed, but is quoted by theDivineWriters,cvenin many 
places Where thoſe Alterations and Additions are,So it alters, Heb.10, 
5. £1.2 1.Rom. 10.18, AG.7.&Itadds,aSLuk.3-36,37.497.7.14 Then 
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Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God, &c. 
- Then alſo muſt not our common Tranſlation be uſed, which be- 


ſides the miſtakes allowed to be in it, does add in many; places, and 
particularly half a Verſe, 1 Fobn2.23. Soit adds the Dates and Subs. 


{criptions to the Epililes, Chapters, Verſes, and Arguments, through- 


out the whole, as if Canonical. And of this kind are all his Inſtances. 
- As (1.) He faith, The Common-Prayer-Book violates the word of God, as 
Jometimes-the words of Scripture are obliterated, and-others put in their room. 
Thus in the Catechiſm they have changed thoſe, words in the Fourth Com- 
mandment, The Lord bleſſed the Sabbath-day, into the Seventh day. 

A. We grant it is (03. but it's to be remembred, that iv's-not ſo in. 
the 2oth of Ex»dus , but in the Liturgy z and if the Liturgy differs. 
from Exodus, it's a difference without.a diſtindtion, fince the Seventh. 
day and: Sabbath are all ones and.if it differs from Exodus, it agrees 
with the firſt Inſtitution, Gen. 2. 3- where it's ſaid, God reſted on the 
ſeventh day, and God bleſſed the ſeventh day, and ſandified it. OT 

(2.) He ſaith, Sometimes the Liturgy makes bold direcily and in terms to- 
contradict the Scripture z ſo Pſalm 105-28. #'s ſaid they were not rebellious, 
but the Common- Prayer-Book ſaith, they were not obedient; and ſo Plal. 125.3. 


We grant, That there is a ſeeming. contradiQtion in words, but nbt, 
in the meaning of it z for the: relative they being undetermined. and. 
indifferently to be applied to Moſes and Aaron, or to the Egyprians, ac-,, 


cordingly is this place to. be interpreted 3 if underſtood of the former, 
it's to read in the Common Tranſlation , they were not rebelliow; if of 
the latter, it's to be read in the Tranſlation of the Liturgy, 2hey were 


not obedient. And this laſt reading is according to the preſent reading of - 
_ the Septuagint,and ſome other Tranſlations that follow that.. And. yet 


that Tranſlation was generally uſed by the Primitive Chriſtians, and 


was worle than any ever uſed by us. As for Plal. 125. 3. The rod of 


the wicked ſhall not come, 8c. that is, fo as to reſt there, and ſo as to 
tempt them beyond what they are able. NO 

' (3+) Hefaith, Sometimes the Common- Prayer-Book adds tothe Scripture z, 
there are three whole Verſes added to the 14th Pſalm. And the Gloria Patri 
i frequently added to Scriptures, as if it were Canonical. 

Anſ. When he faith, That it is a dreadful thing 10 add to the word of 
God, and charges our Church with it, we might expe& ſome very 
criminal inſtances to make it good ; and when he ſaith three whole 
Verſes are added, one would think that this was ſomewhat invent-- 
ed, and herein inſerted by the Church upon. ſome wicked ſeltiſh. d&- 
ſign. But 1. tho we allow that ſuch Verſes are added, yet it's not an: 
addition to Scripture ; for tho not found in this place, yet. they are: 
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in anot her, viz Rom. 3+ 13. and quoted. by, the Apolile from other _ 
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Palms, &c. 2. Tt's not the Common-Prayer- Book that adds, but 


./ tuagint and Vulger; and tho it was a miſtake, yet it's far from being 
fuch as incurs the penalty of Dext. 4. 2, &c. 

_ As for the Gloria Patri, I deny that it's added to the Scriptures 
as Canonical, any more than the Contents of the Chapters, the Chap- 


I deny that” it's 2dded at all; for'any one that can read',' will ſee 
that it's not inſerted in the Pfalter, but only rehearſed as the Rubrick 
directs. And it was for a good end that this was anciently uſed in 
the Orthodox Churches of old, and is continued in ours, viz. in op= 
' poſition to the Arians, - and Anti-Trinitarians.- Sozom. 1.26, 
(4): He faith, Sometintes words are ſucrilegiouſly ſtolen out of the' Bible. 
Ars thi laſt Verſe is omitted, Plal. 72. So ate the Scriptural Titles of many 
Pſalms. And'I know not bow often thoſe words, Praiſe ye the Lord," are 
left out. | | gy 
Th durft not truſt his Reader with the things left ont, for they 
would have appear of ſo little Conſequence, as would have betray- 
ed'theweaknels of his Cauſe;-as well as his 6wn Ipite: That'verſe 
omitted; Pal. 72. is this, the Prayers of David,the Son'ef Feſſe, are end- 
ed. The Titles of the Pſalms are for the moſt part ſuch as are no key 
to the matter of them, and without which the Pſalms are'as intire 
as the Chapters without the Contents: ' The Clauſe, praiſe ye the Lord, 


and has no immediate Relation'to the preceding or following Verſe. 
And-the reaſon' of theſe Omiffions ſeems to be , Becauſe the Pſalms 
being to be'read in parts, according to the ancient Cuſtom in Chry- 
ſoftom's time and before, or chanted, .and fo read on without na- 
ming the Pſalm, the Titles, &c. would have made @ break in that or- 
der. And this was done after the manner of Singing the Pſalms 
in the Temple: Service, in which'the Titles, and the paſſage, the Pray- 
er4 of David the Son of Feſſe, are ended, were to be fure no part. And 
ſo it is in the Singing- Plalms, uſed by the Diſſenters as well as us: 


there for the reaſon aboveſaid, uſe neither the Verſe nor Titks. 
Surely theſe Perſons are: hard put to'it, that after ſuch a bloody 
charge of violating, adding to, and taking from'the Word of God, 


leave out the Titles and Halleluyjih , and that only in the ordinary 
Service in the publick, where they themſelves read it not at all; 
and when upon the like way of arguing, we may charge them with 


the Tranſlations which the Common-Prayer followed, viz. the Sep- 


ters and Verſes of the Bible, 'br-the Dates of the Epiſiles are ; nay, . 


is in the Hebrew, Hallelujah, and is only left out when it's independefit, 


And who may as well be charged with ſuch Omiſſions as we, who + 


can” prodiice no'better proofs'and evidences for it , but only that we | 


__ 
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Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God, . 8c; 
laying afide the whole Scripture, out of which they read nof one 
Chapter for the Information of the People. He goes on. 

3. In the Liturgy the Apocrypha Books are made equal with, nay advanced 
above the Hily Scripture. Strange! that .a Church ſhould be guilty 
of this, that in their Articles exclude them out of the Canon ; and 
faith, That they are not read to contirm. any Dod@rine, but only for 
informing the Manners.: But Jet us ſee-how he proves this, pot by 
any Afertion of the Church, but ſome ſiretches of Arguing, As, 

(1.) They are made cqual.. For in'the:Preface to the Common Prayer, 
it's ſaid, Nothing ordained is to be read but the pure word of God, or that 
which is evidently grounded on the ſame. But is the Apocrypha ſo ? 

Here for improving his Argument, he alters. the words of the Pre, 
face; and for that which is in that, agreedble t9:tbe:ſiinve, He reads eve 
dently growided on the ſame," and-then' triumphs, 1; the Apacrypbea'ſo ? 
But take-it how he will, it's evident from-hence, that the Apocrypha 
is ſo far from being made equal with Scripture, that there is:a plain 
differerice between 7 them:3: for that to which-a: thing is agreeable, 
and-on which it's:grounded'; is above that which'is agreeabletto it, 
and grounded upon:it.? A Plea:grounded onthe Law,! is(furely of des 
Authority: than the Law-on which it 'is grounded. The Apocrypha 
being read, not for ettabliſhing any Dodrine, but for informing{'the 
Manncrs; there is nothing in what is appointed: of that kind to be 
read, but what is agreeable to:the word of God, and: not contrary-to 
it-z and ſornay be read, as well as cheir Sermons be heard, : which can 
pretend: toino more. x Tod TERS) <H {57 

(2.): He faith, The Litzrgy appoints the Apocrypha to be read as Leſſons, 
quft as T find it in the Pope's Service Book, and in. a greater proportion than 
Scriptures for (as ſome have obſerv'd) of 172 Apocryphal Chapters, bus 38 

' are omitted. $0 that theſe Books are equalized with thei pure word of God, 

But ſurely he doth not find it in our Service. Book, that'the Apocry- 


"\pha Leſſons are read for Canonical Scripture, and declare4#to beſo, as 


they are-in the Pope's Service-Bookz but only as Apocrypha. He that 
will look for the Apocrypha Books in the Pope's Bible, as well as Ser- 
-vice-Rook, will find them mixed with the Canonical, as H:fter and 
'Eſdrar , &c. but he that will tind them-in.our Bibles;'' will 'fnd them. 


| by-themſelves, and Apocrypha in the head of them. 


If as he affirms, the'Apocrypha is read in a greater proportion than 
Scripture, it doth more-than equalize ; "and doth rather advance it 
above the Scripture, and fo belongs to his next Afſertion, which he 

would- haye done well to have eſerved it to, to make up the proof * 
fi 50: 3113 Us 9 | A 

As 
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'-- As'for. what he affirms, that the Apocrypha is 4ead-in greater pro- 
portion than the Scripture; nothing more falſe. For, + - 
1, All the Second Leſſons throughout the Year, are out of the 


' New Teſtament: |. | 


2.: Al Epiſtles and Goſpels read on Sundays and Holy-days, are 
wholly out of Canonical Scripture. . '; -- . | 
3. All Firſt Leffons on Szndays are out of the Old Teſtament, and 
none out of the Apocrypha. 
4.On the 33 Holy-days on the:Week-days,there are but 26 Apocry- 
pha Firſt Leſſons, whereas there are 40 out of the Canonical Scripture. 
5. When the Apocrypha is appointed to be read in courle, -it's hot - 
clear-two Months for Firſt Lefſons, - but the Holy Scripture-is read all 
the-other Ten Months, and more. 6: IS 
* 6, Of the 39 Books of the Old Teflament, but 3 are entirely omit- 
ted, wiz. Chronicles and Canticles;- but of the 13 of the Apocrypha, 
6 are not, read at all, VEG ds, x | 
7. Of the 929 Chapters of the 014 Teſtament, 753 are read in courſe, 
and 176 only omittedi'(the reaſons for which generally will appear to 
the Reader); but:out of the-172: Chapters of the Apocrypha, there 
are (not as he ſaith 38) 66 omitted, and among them that of Tobz, 
that he objeRs againſ-:. .Where methinks he that pretends to have 
read and compar'd, ſhould have had more value for his own under- 
Nanding,.than'to be beholding to others, and-to ſay ſome have obſerved ; 
For there is nothing, like. a man's own obſervation-in matter of Fac. 
(3) He-faith, The-Liturgy advanceth the Apocrypha ahove the Scripture, 


by imtimating that they are more edifying, - and can'be leſs- ſpared than many 


portions of the Holy. Canon ; and by ordering them to be read on the higheft 
\Holy-days, and many of them twice, ſome thrice in one year. 
Methinks in ſuch a round Charge.as this, that the Liturgy advanceth 


-the Apocrypba above Scripture; he ſhould have had more than-an intima- 
#/on for' his evidence. He calls it before,” High-Treaſon; ;and ſurely * 


it's very hard to be condemned for it by a bare Innzends;.and yet 
even he fails in his intimation. For 1. if, it were true, that. the Li- 


'turgy ordered the Apocrypha' to. be read; on the higheſt Holy- days , 


_ and; many of-them #wice or thrice inthe Tear 57it- would not follow, that 


"i; Fl Y 


they accounted them more edifying, and lefs t0:bi ſpared than Scripture ; 


. eſpecially. when Scripture is readion the higheſt Holy-days, andfome 


portions of it twice or thrice in the: year too. / = WE es 2p be fe 
2. It's not_true, that it's ordered t0-be read on the; bigheſt Holy-days : 
For on the higheſt Holy-days, thexe:is nothing but Scripture to be 


cad 5 ſuch areall the days dedicated to our Saviour, as the Nativity, 


BY 


Circum- 


Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God, 8c. 
Circumcifion, Epiphany , Good-Friday, Reſurre&tion, Aſcenſion 3 
and all the Lords-days. | | | 

3. He faith, Many of them are read twice, ſome thrice in the year. For 
the twice, it's only 25 Chapters, viz. 7 in W;ſdom, and 18 in Feeleſi- 
afticus: And as for his thrice , there-is none-but the 5th Chapter of 
Wiſdom, which after it had been read on the Converſton of St. Paul, has 
17 Verſes of it read on All-Saints, But now, as tothe Scripture, the 
whole New Teſtament, except the Revelation, is read over twice in-the 
year in courſe, belides Epililes, Goſpels, and Leſſons out of it on 
Holy-days.. And the 01d Teſtament is-xead over once, except as before 
excepted, in courſe. And many Portions are read again in the Ser- 
vice of Sundays and Holy-days, which amount to above 140 Leſſons 
and ſome few have a third Courſe. | 

Would any one that obſcrves this, think ſuch a Writer, a Perſon of 
any care, I had almolt ſaid Conſcience; that utters as black Slanders 
as Pen can write, or Mouth can utter, and charges a whole Church 
with violating the Word of God, and adding to it, and detraQing 
from it, and of advancing. human Writings above it, and yet ſhall 
come off with changing a Seventh day for Sabbath,. with leaving 
out Hallelujah, with Intimations, and Falfities, with others Obſer- 
vations, that pretends to have read and compared, and what not ; 
and after all , charges us with this, for Leffons appointed to be read - 
in the Publick Congregation, when they themſelves rcad none at all; 
and have no other Tranſlation of: Scripture, - than what was tranſla- 
ted by us, and which they uſe ia Common with us? This is hard 
uſage indeed; and it we ſhould retort upon them in the like way, we 
ſhould think, if we may judge of their value for Scripture by their 
Publick Service, there are none have a leſs eſteem for it than they, 
that read not one Chapter of it by way of Leffon throughout the year, 
as has been before ſaid. | 

4. He ſaith, Szch things are enjoyned in the Common: Prayer-Book , as 
(to my Conſcience) cannot be praftiſed without Sin. 

But what is this to-thofe that are not obliged to practiſe them? 
| What is it to Laymen, that the Prieſts are required to give the Holy 
Communion to all new-married Perſons; or to uſe the Prayers over 
the Deady-or to put theRing on in Marriage ; or uſe the Surplice,ec. ? 

But what is this which cannot be practiſed without Sin? | 

I. Miniſters are required to give the Holy Communion. to all new-married 
Perſons, whereas Marriagc-Feftivals uſe to be accompanied with ſuch Diver- 
tiſements as unfit them. By this Dodrine, all that may Marry , may come to 
the Lord's Supper , whereas Marriage - an Ordinance which Men as Men 
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( and not as Chriſtians only ) bave a right unto. So that by this Preſcription 
many will eat and drink Damnation to themſelves. - 

Anſ. (1.) If this was required, yet it's not inconſiſtent with that _ 
| te, which is rightly calPd, The Hily Eſtate of Matrimony and be- 
{ides, - thoſe Divertiſements do not precede but follow. 

(2.) Surely thoſe Perſons that arc married among(t us, are ſuppoſed 


to be Chriſtians, and not to be married merely as Men. 
(3.) If any eat and drink their own Damnation, it's their own 


fault; and the danger of it doth not releaſe any of their Duty, or ju- - 


ſtify their negle& of it. 

(4.) But the Common-Prayer-Book doth not compel them; it ſaith 
only,That it's convenient at their Marriage,or at the firſt opportunity after it. 

2. When any Min #s buried, the Prieft muſt ſay, Almighty God has taken 
to bimſelf the Soul of our dear Brother, perbaps tbe moſt wicked Wretch on 
earth. And that his Body is committed #0 the ground, 'in ſure ant! certain hope _ 
of a Reſurreion to Eternal Life Tho he dig never truly, nor ſo much as viſi- © 
bly, to the judgment of Charity, repent of bis Sins. FINS 

A. 1. The Office of Burial, ſuppoles that of Viſitation of the Sick 
to go before, where the Miniſter is appointed to examine, Whether 
be repent him truly of bis Sins * GC, ; 1H 108 31,0 

2. It fuppoſes the Exerciſe of Diſcipline, and that ſuch-as he ſpeaks 
of, have the Cenſures of the Church'exerciſed on-them, which it it be 
not exerciſed, we know whom we are to thank for the relaxation of it. 

3. However, the Church provides not for extraordinary, but ordi- 
nary Caſes; and if an extraordinary Caſe happens, and be notorious, 
no Rule then binds. 

4. If it be not notorious, it*sſafer to err on-the' charitable fide. 

5. It's not now ſaid, That it's certain hope of a ReſarreGion 20 Eternal 
Life. "IR 
3+ The putting on the Ring in Marriage , eſpecially the making that Cere- 
mony #0 be an eſſential Matter, is Superſtition. 

A. 1. What Superftition can there be in this, more than in joyning 
of Hands, both of which are Civil Rites; and fit Declarations of 
pledging their Troth to each other ?. 

2. How can that be Efſential, which is one of the alterable things 
meant in the Preface ? : 

* 3+ It's neceſſary there ſhonld be ſome Rite uſed, and ſome aRions 
by which the eſpouſal ſhould* be ſolemnized, and why not a Ring as 
well as joyning hands? And why not theſe as well as others? There- 


| fore Bxcer calls it, '2 very fit Ceremony.” Script. Angl.. cen. c. 20. 


4+» Churching Wamen, ' and their Offerings, is Jewiſh Superſtition. 


4. 1.) 


Lavfulneſs of War ſhipping God, &c. 


A. (1). Why: Jewiſh? Is: there any other Sacritice than that of 
Thankſgiving offered, as there was, Levit. 12. 6. s 


(2.)- What Superſtition is there more in kneeling down at offering _ 


up Thanks to God, than-in putting upa Bill. However the faid Au- 


thor ſaith, This is agreeable to Seripture, C. 24+ 

5. The Obſervation of Popiſh' Holy-days , eſpecially ſuch 4s are dedicated 
to Szints, I lock whon as highly Superſtitions. 
' A. (1) Helooks upon them as ſuch, but how far ſoever his Opint- 
on may paſs with his own Dilciples,' yet others expe& ſomewhat 
more. : 

(2.) Why doth he add Popiſh,? Surely he that has read and com- 
pared the Popiſh Liturgy with ours, muſi needs know.that we have no 


Holy-days for Popiſh Saints in our Liturgy. Asto which, I ſhall refer 


our Author to Mr. Perkins on Gal. 4. 10. : 

6, Of the Surplice, he ſaith, It's bighly Superſtitious. When Hily Veſt- 
ments were in uſe among the Jews , they bad an expreſs Command for them. 
Should they have made a Mitre or Ephod, or other. Eecleſiaſtical. Garments of 
their own beads,they would have ſinned greatly ?. Witneſs Judg. 8. 27.1f then 
the Church of God had no power to appoint Sacred Veſtments, no more has the 
Church in theſe days. — Moreover the Surplice is immediatly borrowed from 
Id»latrous Maſs-mongers.— Dr. Abbot (who was no Fanatick)) ſaith, That 
all Prieftly Garments, whereby Miniſters are diſtinguiſhed from the reſt of the 
Church, are a ſpecial part of the CharaGer of the Beaſt. The Papiſts take the 
Surplice from Jews and Heathens, There were Veſtments for the Worſhippers 
of Baal, 2 Kings 10. 12. Biſhop Jewel ſaith, The Prieſts of Ilis wſed to 
wear Linnen Surplices. Moreover the greateſt part of our Proteſtant Divines 
have diſliked this Superſtitious Garment. So Martyr, &Cc. | 

1, His Argument is, the Fews had expreſs Command for their 
Garments,-&c. | - | 

A. (1.) Had the Fews no Power to appoint or obſerve any thing re- 
lating to Worſhip without expreſs Command ? How then come the 
Feaſts of Prim and Dedication, the Places and Houlcs of Prayer ? Nay, 
whence came the alteration of the poſture at the Pafſover (which our 
Saviour complicd with) contrary to the firtt Inſtitution ? And ſurely 
Veſtments-are much of the ſan:e nature with Times and Places, &c. 

(2.) Suppoling the Fews might not, what is that tous? Yes, faith 
he, no more can we. Why (0? The Apoiile ſhews we have a liberty they 
had not, and we may as well do what they could not, as forbear what 
they might not. They hadnot aliberty-as we, becauſe under a Schogl- 
maſter,and of a Temperthat necded it,and; whoſe Service was Typical. 

| And yet notwithſtanding this, they had!a libezty which they hi 8 
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(2 J The Surplice, he faith, is immediately borrowed from Idolatrous 
M1fi-mongers. 
A. 1. What is that; if there be no Idolatry borrowed with it? Do 
_ uſe it to ſanQify Holy-water, Bclls, &c? 


As for his Quotation from Dr. Abbot , It's a:groſs miſtake, or 
Gln worſe ; all he faith is, That the Buyers and Sellers, Rev.1 3. 16, 


' arethe Biſhops, Priefts, and Monks, that expoſe to ſale Maſſes and Indulgen- 


cer,Oc. that bind themſelves by Oath tothe Biſhop of Rome, and in teſtimomy 
of it, are divided from the reſt of the Chitrch by Kites, Vows, Undtions, Trea- 
ſures, Garments, Where he ſpeaks of Garments in general, and no 
more of Surplices than Gowns 3 and of Garments they ordinarily 


. wear, ſuch as belong to Monaſtick Orders, &c. But if he had ſpoke 


of all Garments that diſtinguiſh the Clergy from the Laity, Dr. Abbot 
had been in that a Fanatick , and-not Dr, Abbot, who himſelf wore 
ſuch Garments, and ſurely did not think by that, he had a ſpecial 
Charader of the Beaſt upon him, 

What votes from Bilhop Fewel , is not in that place (if any 
where) he ters toz neither in the Engliſh or Latin Volume, 

(3+) The Papifts take the Surplice from Jews and Heathens z, and for 


« this latter, quotes the Prieſts of Baal. 


\ A. But the Text doth not ſay, they were any more White, than 
Blew or Black ; and he might as well have prov'd our Gowns we or- 
dinarily wear, or others prove their Cloaks to be ſuch,as well as he 
prove our Surplices heatheniſh from that Text. 

(4 9 He faith, The greateſt part of our Proteſtant Divines bave diſliked it. 

. What ſaith he to the Lutherans, who all uſe the like? Are not 
they Cateſlies) 

- 2. Do any he names diſlike it fo, as to think it unlawful ! 

3. Do they diſlike it ſo, as to make a Schiſm in the Church, or 
for it Separate from a Church? 

1 am certain theſe he produces, do declare juſt contrary. Thus Pet. 
Mart. Epift. Amico & Hoopero , 6c. Beza Epiſt. Grindallo. Zanchy Con- 


\ feſ. c.25.$.30. Hemingius in 4 Leg. Decah $. 29, &c. Enchir. tit, Adi- 


aph. c. 16, Polanus in Ezek, 4.4. And Zanchy chuſes the Linnen before 
the Woollen Garment for Divine Ofhces, as a Sign of Innocence and 
Holineſs, de Redempt: c. 16. * 1 could much enlarge the Catalogue of 
fach Teſtimonies, if it were neceflary. 
So little did theſe Learned Men think Mr. Nichol's Argument of 
any force, which our Author propoſes, viz. © That all Veſtm@nts ap- 
© propriated to:the Worſhip of God, and appointed for the Significa= 


*<tion ot Sptritual Duets by: the will of Man, are unlawful But che 
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| Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God, &c. 
to be anſwered, no matter whether it's not ealy. From hence ariſe 
two Queſtions. 

. 1. . Whether it's unlawful to uſe any thing appropriated to the 
Worthip of God by the Will of Man ? 

©. 2, Whether it's unlawful to uſe any-thing in the Worſhip of 
God that is GI for the ſignitication of Spirituat Duties by the 
Will of man ? 

By the firſt it's unlawful for men to appropriate places, or times,or 
poſtures to the Worſhip of God. And ſo it's neceſfary to avoid this 
Superſtition,to make all tae Mceting- places to be Houſes of Merchan- 
dize, and to be cqually divided between Religious and Common 
Utes. By the 24. any thing that has ſuch a Signitication applied to. 
it,is made unlawful, by vercue of ſuch Signitication, and which with- 
; out ſuch Signitication would have been lawful. So a Surplice would 
have bcen a lawful Garnient, if not appropriated, and without Sig- 

nification; and might have been in its ſelf worn 2s well as a Cloak, 
ſince Cuſtom and Uſe only makes the difference ; but appropriate it, 
and clap a ftignihcation upon it, it's unlawful: And' ſo a Cloak may 
be turn'd out of Service by che ſame way. Sq ir's in poſture, kneel- 
ing and ſtanding are indifferent ; but once appropriate kneeling to 
Prayer, and make it ſignificative, and to bea poſture of reverence, 
and it becomes unlawful. And ſo without end. So much for Mr. Nz- 
chol's Argument, and its dithculty. 

7. Come we now to the Croſs, the greateſt Devil amongſt all the Idols 
of Rome 3 as he tells us Mr, Parker ſheweth. 

He faith 1. The firſt uſers of it were the Hereticks, Valentinus and 
Montanus. 

4. That ſeems hard, when thoſe that wrote againſt them uſed it, 
as Origen, Irenews, 64" and Epipbanius, did againſt the former ;. 
and ſeveral others againſt the latter. We find it as ancient as Tertal- 
lian, Cyprian, &C. | 

2, He faith, Mr, Parker proveth it a fin againſt all the Commandments, 
and a breach of the Letter of the ſecond: for men to appoint a Religious Ce- 
remony, is a dire@ violation of the 2d Commandment , which forbids all bu- 
man Inventions in Divine Worſhip, as any part thereof. 

A. 1. There is a way of proving'too much, and that any one chat 
reads Mr. Parker will ſoon perceive he doth: And of this1 take this 
Inſtance of the 24 Commandment to be one of the letter, of which 
the Author faith, the Croſs' is a breach. Now the Letter of the - 
Command reſpe&s two things; 1, Not to make any Graven Image 
for Religious Worſhip,- 2. Not to bow down to any ſuch Oe. | 
WOW 
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Now the Crofs uſed in Baptiſm is an Aerial Croſs, as he calls it; and 
where is the Obje& or the Worſhip? But our Author goes on to 
prove it after this manner 3 for men #9 appoint, &c. Here we grant the 
Propoſition to be-true, becauſe-God only is to appoint his own Wor- 
ſhip 3 and fo it's not in the power of man to appoint any part of it : 
But now if Religious Ceremonies may be, and: yet not be part of Di- 
vine Worſhip, thenthey are no ſuch human Inventions as are forbid- 
den; and nodire& or indirect violation of the 2d Commandment. 
- Therefore it remains upon him to prove the Croſs a part of DivineWor- 
ſhi; For we ſay it's only an adjund&, and isno more a part of Wor- 
ſhip, than the firiking the Blood upon the Door-poſts was (to make 
uſe of Zepperas his Similitude) or ſitting or kneeling at the Sacrament. 
3. ' He ſaith. The Arguments which are brought againſt the uſe of Oyl, 
Cream, Salt, Spittle in Baptifm ( pradiſed by the Papiſts) hold as well a- 
gainſt the Croſs. 
Anſ, This 1 deny ; for the Scripture ſpeaks honourably of the Croſs 
.of Chriſt, which this refers to, but not at all of the rett. Again, 
the Croſs was traduced and reproached by the Heathens, which gave 
occafion to the ule of it, and ſo were not the reſi, So that this was 
uſed with reaſon; thoſe without it. | 
His inſtance of the Gallows looks ſo prophanely, that I ſhall rather 
paſs it by, than corre it. 
4. He faith, The Papiſts adore the Croſs, and it's an Idol, &c. 
Anſ. But do they adore the Aerial Croſs ? -But what is their Adora- 
tion (if it were) tous, that do not adore it ? 
5. This bath been teſtified againſt by Zegedinus, Lepperus (it ſhould 
be Zepperns) Gomlartius. &c. | 
Anſ. The Lwtheran Churches uſe it. See Hemingins, &c. Bucer ac- 
counts It nettber indecent, now #nprofitable, but a'Ceremony of much fim- 
plicity, and of preſent admonition of the-Groſs of Chrift ; Scripti Ar gl. cen- 
ſur. c, 12, And generally they account it lawful, and not aſuffci- 
ent reaſon for ſeparation 3 but to be uſed, ſoit be without Superſti- 
tion. So Goulartius in Cypr. lib. ad Demetr. c. 9, 
8. Bis laſt Inftance of SuperRiition is, kneeling at the Sacrament, Let 
us conſider what he has to ſay againſt it. | 
I. He ſaith, 'Men pretend in it reverence to Chriſt; but Chrift:/himſelf was 
perſonally preſent, when his Diſciples partock, of the Lord's Supper ; yet they 
did not kneel, but uſed the Table -geſture then cuſtomary among theJews. 
Anſ. How is he certain the Diſciples did not kneel, but uſed the 
cuſtomary Poſture-in receiving ? For the Fews in the Paſſover chan- 
ged Poliures, and did not throughout-kcep to'that of difſcumbency. 
"1x Þ 'wohttan A | ey 2, He 


Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God, 8c. 
' 2, The Queſtion is not what they did, but what may lawfully be 
done; and then the Queſtion is, whether kneeling be unlawful ? 
' 3. They themſelves no more obſerve our Saviour's Poliure, than 
the 7ews did that required at the firſt inftitution. Our Author words 
it cautiouſly, when he ſaith the Diſciples uſed the Table- gelture then 
cuſtomary z for he well knew it was not fitting, but.leaning, or lying 
along, and that they uſed this by way of fignification. 

4. If the Table be the Rule to guide us, . then to put on our Hats 
is ſuitable, as he knows who reaſons, 

2, He ſaith, God and wiſe men have choſen great ſufferings, rather than 
comply with this Invention. | 

Anſ. And there were good and wiſe men that compiled the Litur- 
gy, and uſed and enjoined this poſiure ; which is an argument he 
ſeeks to overthrow, p.16, And as Good and w:ſe men have allow- 
ed and approved it ; and thought it by no means allowable to ſepa- 
rateand break Communion for it. Such as P. Martyr, Zanchy, Bezay 
Zepperns, &c. Bains, Noyes, Ames, Cartwright, &c. 

3. In primitive times Chriſtians did not kneel in the participation of tho 
Ewchariſt. ; | 

Anſ. 1. It's certain they did not fit, for they had no Notion at all 
of a Tablc-gefture, as appears by the uſe of the Word Altar,,and 
that they counted that a polture of irreverence, 

2, It they ſtood (as he faith) on the Lord's-days, their ſtanding 
was a poſture of adoration,to be ſure, when they received: So St. Cy- 
ril expreſly, Catech. 5. | | s 

3. It's probable that on other days, when not obliged to ſtand, - 
- that they kneeled ; and fince they received every day, on fix Days 
they kneel'd. So 7uſt. Mart. reſponſ. ad quejt.115.and that more eſpeci- 
ally, becauſe they had a Prayer at receiving, as we have. _ 

4. He faith, It was enjoined by Pope Honorius, being fitted to the Idolg- 
zry of Tranſubſtantiation, &c. | 

Anſ. 1. Thisis a miſtake; for Honorizs did firſt indeed decree Ado- 
ration to the Hott, but not kneeling at it. For that is a poliure no: 
where enjoyn'd in the Church of Rome ; and ſome of them ſay, it 
ought to be received ſtanding 3 but which way, whether fitting, 


ftanding, or lying, or kneeling, is not material ſay others, as the Pope Eſpence 
himſelf ordinarily receives fitting, unleſs he celebrates z and then, as nus ae a, 
all Prietis then do, he receives tianding, And all adore not at the re- pw E#6, 

2, 6! 


ceiving, but at the elevation ot the Hott. 


5. He faith, That Religiozs Worſhip, which is before a- Creature, and <- 


aving no allowance from God, is againſt the Command-, 
Auf. 


with reſpec to it, b 
'c kneeling before the Bread and Wine. 
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Anſ. 1. Tqueſtion whether God ever allow'd any Religious Wor- 
ſhip before a Creature, and with reſpc&-to a Creature z for that is 
Idolatry, and no allowance from God can be ſappoſed to jultifie or 
require Idolatry. | ED 

2. | deny that there is any Religious Worſhip with reſpec to the 
Bread and Wine ; For that, faith our Rubrick, were 1dolatry to be ab- 
horred of all faithful Chriſtians, But it's only, ag it's there ſaid, for a 
fignification of - our bumble and grateful acknowledgment of the Benefits of 
Chriſt therein given to all worthy receivers. ; . 

6. He draws a Concluſion from the. whole, The Engliſh Liturgy is 
very corrupt ; now to offer to the Lord a corrupt thing, is evil, Mal. 1. 13. 

Anſ. A corrupt thing there, is what is plainly prohibited : Now 
Ict him prove the things before diſputed to be ſuch: As for example, 
that knecling is forbidden. As for that place in Malachz, I leave to 
his peruſal the Letter of th: Miniſters of Old-England zo thoſe in New- 
England, p. 14. where that is cxplained. 


CHAP. III. 


Publick Liturgies of humane Compoſure are an innovation, and deviation 
from primitive Antiquity: And again , Set Forms of Prayer deviſed by 


men are an Innovation. 


OR. this he offers ſeveral Arguments. 
- 1. Saith he, Had a Liturgy been needful for the edification of jhe 
Church, undoubtedly Chriſt, or the Apotles by his diredion, would have com- 

" poſed one, which none of them ever did. And therefore theſe men who take up- 
on them to compoſe and impoſe a Liturgy on the Churches, aſſume to themſclve s 
more than Apoſtolical Power. : - 

Anſ. 1 deny his conſequence : For tho our Saviour and his Apo- 
files did, declared and lett all things cffential to a Church, yet there 
" Were many things needful. to the edification of the Church in future Ages 
that were not expreſly provided for. Our Saviour told the Apofiles, 
that it ſhould be given to themin that hour what they ſhould ſpeak ; and they | 
ſpoke all Languages by preſent infuſion z and fo were not obliged 
to think before, or ſtudy or learn a Language ; and this was with rela- 
tion tothe preſent condition of the Church in thoſe times. And there | 
are no directions for after Ages to learn Languages, &c So there was 
- @ miraculous gift of Prayer in the Apoſtolical times (as St. Chryſoſtm ob- 
ſerves, Hom. 14. in Rom. 8.) and no cxpre(s direQions given about 


It bas 
| UML 


EA Barna doty nn ans 


Lawfulnefs of Worſhipping God, 8c; 


it,-when that Giftſhonld ceaſe-(as heſaith-it dit!) and when by the 


ceſfation of it, Forms would* be neceffary. * Thus ſaith Capellas (The. 
'Salmar. Part. 3') As ſoon as miraculous Gifts ceaſed, 'and Hereticks began 
to tronble the Church, there was a neceſſity for Liturgies, And theretare 
Mr. Ball faith, The Chriſtian Churches for the ſpace of this 1400 years 
at leaſt, if not from the Apoſiles times, have bad their ſtinted Litur- 
gies. Triall, p. 96, &c. So Ectter of Min.of Old-Enpland, 1. 66, &c. 

But this our Author denies, and calls it an Innovation, | 

And faith, 2. The Liturgies father'd on the Apoſtles, and the ancient Wri- 
ters (called Fathers) Learned men have evinced to be ſpurios. 

Anſ. It's granted, that thoſe father'd on the Apoliles were fo; but 
tho not the Apofſiles,' yet many of the Prayers in them were ancient, 


and thettnin of that calPd'St. James's, was ufcd in the Church at"Fe- 


ruſalem, as'Dr. Cumber's | Original and Uſe of "Liturgies, p. 97.] in 
Anſwer to Clarkſon, has ſhew'd from Cyril. | 

2. Tt's certain there was a Liturgy compoſed by St. Chryſoſtom and 
Bgſil, and a great part of what is ſo call'd was certainly theirs 3 as 
the aboveſaid Author has ſhew'd, þ. 157, 172, 209. and of this mind 
were * Mornay and'fF Rivet. ; SET 

3. The leaſt that can be obſerved from theſe Books, is, that when 
thoſe Books were writ, then Liturgies were in uſe; ſo Daille ; We de- 
ny not but many of theſe Liturgies are ancient, and written about the begin- 


ning of the Ninth Century, tho they were corupted bygAdition and Alterati- 


ons at ſeveral times after their fiyſt original. ol 

_ 3. He would prove from an'obſcute Paſſage *n\Zuffi 
Tertullian, that there was no Book of Prayer #fed byChri 
after Chriſt. 


* Of the 
sSl.1 
C. 6. 


+ Cenſur, 


JO. 


De cults. 
Lat. l. 3 


C13. 


Anſ. The Paſſage in Faſtin Martyr is , %ygs iolos x) cuxperia; Ton 
Nraws ates evampmre, Which our Author'ts forced to corrupt, and _ 


add to, before he can work it to his'purpoſe } for thus he tranflites 


it, according as ſtrength and ntterance ws afforded to him” from Hegven : 
Whereas word.for word it is,in like amr he[ the Prelident Tfereth # 
Prayers to bim| God ] as be has power, that is, as fervently as he could : 


and fo the ſame Phiraſe alittle before. Of this ſee D:Cambrr, p.3 3,6. 
Andas little does the Paſſage inTertullian make tor his parpoſe, which 
is, That the Chriſtians prayed,Sine Monitore quia de peftorez which ſure- 
ly xelates not to the praying extempory z for what teltimony was 


that of their Loyalty, more than if they prayei by a Form but his 


plain meaning is, they needed no Prompter (as the Heathens) but 


» prayed heartily for the Emperors, &'c. as theix Offices ſhew'd. 


zo: . fBnyDiſcorſe gnemuin.ghe | 
| 4. He faith, © That faces was no. Liturgy in ſome Churches, or in 
« peneral uſe in the C rch,for aboye 400 years,is manifelt from S9- 
« crates 3 who [aith, There” were ſcarcely two Chriftians found who uſed 
& the ſame words in Prayer, 1. 5. C. 21. | x 

Anſ. 1., Hexe he perverts again: For (1.) Socrates doth not fay 
two Chriſtians,but two Charches. (z ») He doth not fay,they uſed the 
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ſame words, ;batthe fame maner-...,- 1 Zhan 
2. The Words of Socrates do not refer. what he-would have 5: for 
he ſaith, In ſome among all Sets yor ſhall ſcarcely find two Churches -agree- 
ing in the manner of Prayer : Which refers not to the Words, but the 
. Ways, as before deſcribed, viz. lighting up Candles, ec. | 
,-. 2, Suppoling'it was to. be underſtood of theWords, what's that to 
"Extempore Prayer? for they may not have, the ſame worts,;when 
yet they, may have Forms. The Hiftorian's meaning is, That the 
Churches had different Forms of Prayer, as well as different Rites : 
' So Mirnay ſpeaking of the Liturgies of the Greek and Latin Churches ; 
Maſ. L 1. Tho in ſubſtance the Service of theſe Churches do agree,” yet we muſt not think 
% there was one and the ſame Preſcript F orm obſe erved, and kept in them all. 
5. He ſaith, Some plead,that in the Jewilh Church of old there wereForms 
of Prayer, befides thoſe of Divine Inſpiration 3 (but that was not 3) and are 
all late compoſures. | s 
Anſc 1. If there. were Forms of old in the Fewiſh Church,of Divine 
- Trſpiration, and thoſe Forms to be uſed (as the Scripture ſhews), then 
+ it ſhews that Formsay lawfully be uſed, * 
\ * - 2, That the avs had ſet-forms of human compoſure, of ancient 
5 Mor- times, Learned men agree: So Mornay ſhews 3. and that the Firſt Chri- 
nay Maſs. ſftians framed themſelves after this manner of Service. 
{.1. P-19. 3, Nay, Learned. men obſerve, - that Forms were uſed in our 
 Saviour'stimez and yet he is ſo far from condemning-them, that-he 
PAL. 157, attended. their Service, and compoſed a Form like to theirs. So 


158, I61, Dr. Lightfoot. | ] .: | 5M 5 / 

So that we ſee he has failed throughout in his attempt of proving 
Liturgies and ſet-forms an Innovation. But I can tell what is an Inyo- 
_ vation;, and that is, To hold Liturgies unlawful. 


- 
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It's an Apoſtacy in this Age of Light, to countenance or comply with the 
Common-Prayer-Book Worſhip. | 


PON this his chief Topick is: "8 | 
That Good and Learned men have born witneſs againſt the Corrup- 
tions of the Engliſh Liturgy and choſe to ſuffer rather thau. comply with it. 

Anſ. 1. There have been as Good ' and Learned men that have 
ſhew'd thoſe not to be corruptions. | 

2, There have been ſeveral of his Learned and Good men, as he 
ſaith choſe rather to ſuffer , than ſin, by complying with the Liturgy, that 
have ſhew'd thoſe Corrupions not to he a {ufficient reaſon for Separa- 
tion: So Mr, Bradſhaw, Mr. Nicols, &c. 

3» They were fo far from refuſing Communion for them, that 
the Old Nonconformiſts ordinarily and conſtantly uſed the Common- Prayer- 
Book in their publick Miniftrations.; as Mr. Ball, one of them, declares, 
Tryal, p.121, 155. 7 Þ 
4. All of them teſtified againſt the Browniſts, and a ſeparation 
from the Church. Tewas (faith Mr. Baxter) the Pariſh-Charebes that 
had the Liturgy, which Mr. Jacob the Father of the Congregational Party 
wrote for communion with. The ſame 1 may ſay of Mr. Bradſhaw, Dr. Ames, 
and other Nonconformiſts, whom the Congregational Brethren think more fa= 
vourable to their way. 2p 

In the cloſe, our Author , offers ſome farther obje@ions from he 
falſe and corrupt Dofrine he pretends to find in the Liturgy. 

(1.) As, that it*s certain by God's word , that Children baptized dying 
before they commit aual ſin, dre ungoubtedly ſaved : This, ſaith he, ſa- 
vours of Pelagianiſm. 

Anſ. 1 don't underſtand the falſeneſs, or Pelagianiſm of it. It's 
certain by God's Word, that of ſuch is the Kingdom of God, and fo they 
muſt be' capable of it. If capable of it, it muſt be upon Goſpel 
terms 3 but what terms they are capable of but Baptiſm, I under- 
ſtand not. | | 

(2.) That there are two Sacraments-neceſſary to Salvation 3 which im- 
plies a double Error, viz. that the Sacraments are neceſſary to Salvation 3 
and that there are more Satraments of the New-Teſtament than two. 

Anſe 1 dow'e ſee wherein is the firſt Error, if he had truly repre- 
ſented it; for it's ſaid in the Catechiſm,'two Sacraments generally ne- 


ceflary ; that is , that they are a Daty belonging to all perſons that 
| | E- 2, | are 
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are capable of it 5 where there are perſons to baptize, and a Congre- 
- gation to communicate*with z3 and therefore is not ſaid abſolutely, 
but generally neceſſary. * th war 

As for thelatter,a.Sacrament is not a. Scripture-word, but a Term 
of Art, and ſo hath been variouſly uſed and applicd ; and therefore , 
to ſet out what it means, the Church has defined what a Sacrament 
is, and then ſhew'd there are but two; And fo this Phraſe is uſed: to 
diſtinguiſh it from any:other ſo.called: ; and that then none but theſe 
twoare. generally. neceſſary to all Chriſtians. 

(3.)' The Book;ſaith,. Some: Sins. are deadly, as if the Popiſh diſtin@ion of 
fins into Mortal and Venial, were a ſound diſtin&ion. 

Anſ. How-can that: be, when Fornication, which is called deadly in 
the Liturgy, in the Church of, Rome is: ordinarily accounted a-Venial 
Sin z and when-the diſtin tion. between Mortal and Venial (as uſed in 
the Chnrch of Rome)is ſo contrary.to theDoQtrine of the Church of Exg- 
land ?- Its plain that our Church means thereby no other than heinous. 

(4+) It's ſaid, Chriſt bas redeemed all mankind. 

Anſ. The Scripture ſaith; God-will bave all men to be ſaved; and that 
Chriſt died for all, &c. | 

2. A:ſtinted [Liturgy , he ſaith, #5 oppoſite to the Spirit of Prayer, 

Eph: 6. I8.. | 
Anſc1, it:ſo,then the Spirit will not communicate it ſelf in a Litur- | 
feof BY» OX ſlinted Form of Prayer, contrary to the ſenſe of all ſober Di- | 
.” * vines.SoDr. Omen: Suppaſing,(aith he,thaſe who make uſe of, and plead 
for Forms of Prayer, eſpecially in publick,, do in a due manner prepare them- 
ſelves. for it by holy meditation, &c. I do not judge that: there- is any ſuch evil 
in them, as that. God will, not communicate his Spirit to any in the uſe of 
them, © 
2. If ſo, then almoſt all Churches in the world for theſe 1300 
years, at leaſt, to thi day (as Mr. Baxter allows) have been without the 
5 Spirigof Prayer, | | 
&. 3+ If fo, then we cannot Jawfully. communicate in, or witha ftin- . 
ted Liturgy, which has yet been approved by all Reformed Churches, as 
_ Mr. Ball faith 3 and Mr. Norton faith it's lawful to embrace Communion 
'3* with Churches, where ſuch Forms in Publick Worſhip are iu uſe. 

4. As for Eph. 6.18. that we are to pray with all Prayer; why 
is that not poſſible by a Liturgy, -when thece are in it Supplications 
Prayers, and giving of thanks ? | . 

3. He lets paſs the Argument, from the miſchicf of a preſcript Lt- 
turgy, and ſo will I paſs what follows from the trivial, unintelligi- 
ble, and dirty Reflections of it, For he knows we can any Sug 
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Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God, &c. ue 

Fidler with Stories of ſome of thoſe that have been Eminent the 
other way, and: could argue upon the finfulneſs of unpremeditated 
and conceived Prayer. 

4. He faith, Mr. Cotton ſpeaketh weightily, in ſaying, It's unlaws' 
ful to bring ordinarily any other Book into the Publick, Worſhip of God, beſides 
the Buck: of God. .. | - 

A. I know no difference between Reading and Reciting in this 
caſz; -and I have heard Mr. Cotton uſed a Form of Prayer in the Pul-. 
pit. IF he did not, yet all the Noncormifis in former times did, as ,, &.. 
far as ever I could learn. | Colle. o 

To cloſe all; he undertakes to Anſwer an Objection, That Good Lives, p 
men were the firſt Colleors and Publiſhers of the Liturgy, and died Mar- 38. 
tyrs. 
a This he endeavours to anſwer; and yet when it's to ſerve his own 
Cauſe, it's a confiderable Argument. - Thus faith he before, The Cor 
ruptions of the Liturgy have been born witneſs againſt by good Men z and his 
Father., a Holy Man, ſuffered much for his Nonconformity,, and what 
not. Now dſurely, if this ſort of arguing is good:tor them, it's good 
for us. 

Bur he Replies further, | 

1. All Perſons employed in it, were not good Men, as Day, Biſhop of 
Chicheſter, He was a diſſembling Hypocrite, pretending to be a Proteſtant, 
but afterwards ſhew'd himſelf to be a Papiſt, © 2+, 

A. Here he betrays groſs ignorance, or ſomewhat worſe. For tho 
Day was one of the 18 Biſhops imployed for. compiling the Service- 
Book at firlt, Anno 1545S, yet at that time he was for Tranſubſtan- 
tiation, and Solitary Maſfes, and againſt having the Service in the Burnet's 
Vulgar Tongue. < "—— Reformat 

And when the next Review was, which was 1550. when Cranmer on a, 
wrote to Bucer about it, it does not appear that Day was concerned -—_k I: 4 
nay, rather that he was againſt it, for he refuſed to {et his hand to the | | 
Book , before it was enacted by a Law; and was afterward turn'd _ © 
out of his Biſhoprick, and depriv'd. .But to fay all in a word, What eſa 6: 
was this diſſembling Hypocrite to thoſe who were truly Pious Men, and Eq 
affed faithfully according to the Light they had ? as our Author acknow- 
ledgeth. | 

2. He faith, Good men chang'd their minds, ſo did Ridley and 
Cranmer. | 

A. Both groſs miſtakes. For Archbiſhop Cranmer tock upon him to *_ 
defend the* Common-Prayer , Miniftration of the Sacraments, and on's AG 
other Rites and Ceremonies, when in Priſon. _— 
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And Biſhop Ridley, a little! before: his Martyrdom, in a Letter to 
4; 44; his Friend , faith , This Church bad of late the whole Divine. Service, all 
Monu- Common and Publick, Prayers, framed to the true vain of Holy Scripture. 

ts, Fel. . And again, after his Condemnation, writing an Anſwer to Grin» 

1940+ dal, concerning-Knox's peremptory Exceptions. againſt the Service- 

Bookz I grant, faith he, 2 Man (as he 1s) of Wit and Learning, may 

e Dr: find apparent reaſons 3 yet 1 ſuppoſe he cannot ſoundly by the Word of God ſo 
_ * diſprove any thing in it, 

1 'Þ- © 3. He ſaith, Others were much troubled at the Servioe-Book,; as Biſhop 
Hooper, and Mr. Rogers at home; and Calvin, Bucer , Martyr, Buller- 
' ger, &c, abroad. So Alaſeo and Knox, the firſt Reformers in Scotland. 

— A. As for Hooper's diflatisfaQtion, it was not at the Liturgy, but the 
_ Epifcopal Veſtments 3 in which alſo he at laſt complied. 
"*56.* And as for Bucer's mind, and Pet. Martyrs, the Engliſh Reader will 
find it in the Hiſtory of the Reformation, p. 154, 155. And Calvin 
#.200. to the Engliſh Exiles at Frankford , declares againſt a rigorous Oppo- 
206. ſition, and was pleaſed that he retained Moderation in this Caſe. 
Ips” A." As for Al:ſcoand Knox, whatever, they objected againlt the Liturgy, 
o, Yet both had their Publick Offices, and Forms of Prayer. 
teddn- 4. He ſaith, In Queen Elizabeth's time, the Biſhops made the Common- 
$50. Prayer-Book'in ſeveral things worſe, and more fntollerable than it was in the 
' rhat Joys of King Edward 6. 
4-1. AndlI hope he will confeſs in many things better. 
2, Why thoſe Prayers, &c. were left out, he may fee in the Hiſtory 
of the Reformation, p.77, 170, 392. _ | | 

The reaſon of which has been before' juſtified. : 

3. There could be no great alteration to the worle, if that was all 
that he mentions; and however is nothing to us, when the Rubrick 
. of the Communion is reſtored. 

And now, that he may end as he begun, as he would have our 
Service-Book come from Popery;. fo he will have it, That time will diſ. 
coverthat ſome, who pretend Zeal for the. Common-Prayer- Bock, are carrying 
on a deſign for Pome. | 

And time has diſcovered, that ſome of thoſe who pretended Zeal 
againſt the Common-Prayer, carried on a detign for Rome, and helped 
them forward in it, or ſtood as it were Neutersz and that the Li- 
turgy: has not ſo much-a tendency that way, as Separation. 

The World ſaw itin the late Reign, and. found that the Church 
that uſes the Liturgy, was a- Bulwark againlt Poperyz and whcn 
thoſe that were againſt the Liturgy, either baſ{cly complied, fawp'd 


vpon it, or cowardly were lilent, 
; The 
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The Second Queſtion. + | | 
Q. 2. What reaſon bave you to ſcruple the Jawfulneſs of. laying the 
Hand on the Book, and Kiſſing the Book in Swearing ? \ ©: ITS 


To this he Anſwers, 
I. We. do not find in the Scripture the Lords Servants were wont to ſwear 


after this manner ; we read of lifting up the band, &c. which is a natural 


 fign of Wrrſhip. 


A. 1. We find in Scripture, that they were: wont-to put the-hand 
under the Thigh in ſwearing: And thus the ſame Abraham that life 
up his hand, required his Servant to ſwear, by putting his hand under 
his Thig!, Gen.24.2, and ſo Facob made his Son .Foſeph to uſe the ſame 
Ceremony when he ſwore, Gen. 4.7. 29. Now, what natural Sign of 
Worſhip was in this Rite ? $ 

2. Since we find different Rites us'd, it's a fign that pradtice of 
the Lords Servants is to be no Rule to us in this matter z but .that 
we are to govern our ſelves by the Culiom of the place where, and 
the People among whom we live, it-there be nothing in it (elf un- 


lawful. 
3. He ſaith, and ſeems to allow it, That the Romans of old, 'and 


 Tralians, and Spaniards , uſe to lift up the Finger when they ſwear 


ſolemnly, Now I conceive lifting up the Finger is no natural Sign of 
Worſhip. And if it had any fignification, I know no reaſon why 
the Germans may not lift up three Fingers to intimate, they invoke 
the Sacred Trinity, which he faith, he cannot juſtify. | Nor why we: 


% 4. 


4 


may not lay the Hand upon, and Kiſs the Book .in token of belief: 


of it, and-of our acting according to it, and of our being judged: 
according to it. | 

For the Word of God doth not preſcribe in ſuch caſes. 

2, He anſwers, Laying the Hand on the Book is a ſymbolizing with Po+ 
piſh Idolaters, and Superſtitions Jews. 

A. 1. It's not a ſymbolizing with Papiſts as ſuch ; ſince there are: 
Papiſts that uſe other Ceremonies in ſwearing, as he faith, The Ita 
lians, Spaniards, and Germans do. And therefore, if this be a reaſon,. 
as we muſt not lift up.the Fingers, becauſe they do ſo; fo we muſt- 
not lift up the Hand, becauſe that is not to be done, but we. muſt 
life up the Fingers too, | 

2. If it was cuſtomary among the Jews to produce the Law in- 
giving an Oath, I ſee no reaſon to condemn it 3 and ſo know no hurt: 


to obſerve it.. They uſed alſo to adjure Perſons, and our Saviour: 


readily anſwers to it, when thus call'd upon.. 


2 Hee 


> pm boo» 4 


* a wo +> x 


& - A | ; 4 Brief Diſcourſe concerning-the; &c. 


. 3. He replies, Kijing in 8 Religions way , 'is a gefture-of Adoration. 
-__-Andhe lev," This i+ elearly:to worſhip a Books and ſo-t0 give-unto a 
*__ Creature that Honowr which is due 20 God alone. And before he faith, So 
belp you, the Contents of this Book; is not much batter than when the Pafiſts 
. ſay, Sobelp-me God, and theſe Holy Evangeliſt, which is graſs Idolatry. 
- A-\t, That Kiſhng may: be a token of Adoration, when the thing 
- __ kiſfdis an Objed of Adoration,is acknowledged. But it's'not.atoken 
+ _ of Adoration, when the thing kiſſed is not aw Obje& of/Adoration. 
= * -Thus kifling the Calves, and an Image, is an a& of Adoration , 'be- 
© - cauſe the Objc is an objec of Adoration but kiſſing the Book is 
"not; becauſe a Book is no .obje& of. Adoration. + : 
-- If itbe asked, . Why then.is the Book kiſſed ?- I fay,-it's in; token 
' of Reverence, as it's the Book of God; and which, if liſo- kiſs 
-" everytime 1 read it, :it's (ſurely: far from being Idolatry. And-that 
"it is ſo, appears from what follows, [So help me God, -and the Contents of + 
this Bock 3 which is in different ways, God: by his Grace, and: the 
Contents of this:Book by their InfiruQion;' the one-as- the efficient, 
the other the inſtrumental cauſe. And thus without doubt is:meant, © 
*ithe'old- Form , So help me God, and' theſe Holy Evangeliſt, ithat is, 
*the Goſpel wrote by then as the name:of Moſer is-given in:Scrip- 
ture to his Writings. 'So that in this ſenſe"it's neither Idolatry in 
_ them, norany thing like'it'in us. And we may as-lawfully kiſs the 
 _ © Book, as lift: up the Hand , ſince neither of them are-prohibited:iby 
© »God's Law; and fo being indifferent inthemſclves, we:mayatt as 
* the caſe requires. ita: 52]  2| 2011 
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